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THE REVIEWER REVIEWED. 



I am persuaded yoii do the Pope great good servuse, and he would not mit i 
you for any thing. Arch Bp. WHiratPT. 

There is, to every riffbt minded man, something extremely 
unpleasant in feeling obliged even to think unfavorably of any- 
one, and especially of one who claims the office, and exercises, 
in an extended sphere, the functions of the christijBiii ministry. 
The character of a gentleman occupying a station ao high and ' 
BO responsible, is, by general consent, held sacred^ and itjie 
world, corrupt as it may be, is inclined to respect it. For iH) 
trifling cause, therefore, should the conduct of such a man he 
arraigned before the bar of the public ; nor for any thing short 
of stem necessity should his motives be called in question . 
And even when drivQO, by an abuse of misplaced confidence, 
to an examination and exposure of injustice and wrong done in 
high and holy places^ and compelled to admit the existence of 
something more than -the ordinary frailties of human nature, it 
is but the discharge K>f an obvious duty to give to such delin- 
quencies the most favorable construction, and to attribute them 
to the least offensive cause. 

With these sentiments we sat down to the perusal of the work 
now before us. We had been informed that Doctor Brownlee 
had delivered a coarse of lectures on the state of the departed, 
and that they were to be published. With this information we 
were much gratified ; anticipating, as we did, from the Doctor's 
station and celebrity, an able, manly and christian-like exposi- 
tion of this always interesting subject. But alas ! we soon dis- 
covered that, in all these respects, we were doomed to be sadly 
disappointed. The Doctor, we are sorry to say, has fallen fiir 
below even our lowest expectations; and in this specimen of 
his theological erudition, power of reasoning and respect for 
the truth, has given, if we are not egregiously mistaken, another 
and decisive proof, that quackery is sometimes successflil in the 
attainment of high stations, even in the church ; as,*a more 
striking exhibition of boasting pretension and pitifhl failure, we 
have never seen. 

Thus disappointed, yet entertaining towards the Doctor the 
(cindeat feelings, we cast around us for some adequate cause of 
the strange^ obliquity and melancholy wa3rwardness here dis- 
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closed ; and we could not but a3k for the motives whicli could 
prompt so extraordinary a production. Some intimated to us 
that this was the Doctor's usual manner ; that, being of a belli- 
gerent nature, his propensities were all pugnacious, and that his 
glory was in the field of strife and contention. Others hinted, 
that the Doctor was ambitious of power; that he had even 
dreamed of the " Tiara," and that notwithstanding his many 
and fierce collisions with the Romariists, he was yet fond of 
playing the Papa, and could exercise as lordly a tyranny over 
a cnristiaa community, as ever the Pope did over the Churph 
of Rome. But others, more charitably, and as we think, more 
correctly, suppose that the Doctor, in some of his mighty con- 
flicts, has experienced a slight mental shock, and is a little shat- 
tered in his intellect ; or, that in the violence of insatiable 
cravings for distinction, he has 



" eaten of the insane root 

That takes the reason prisoner.*' 

That there is somethi«g wrone^ about the head of this singular 
man — and rash, as he is singular, there can be no doubt. We 
had heard that, in religious matters, the Doctor was thought to 
be some^yhat brainish ; and we are now convinced that he is 
really laboring under some craniological malformation. We 
are fully persuaded that an examination by the hands of a skil- 
ful phrenologist would discover some enorn^ous bumps, and 
show the organs pravitive^ combative and hlusterative to have 
a most extraordinary developement. And to this "Koacw^ 
<E>povsiv " we are to look, it is supposed, for the cause of the 
many and abundant out-pourings of rabid polemicks, by which 
the Doctor has so frequently astounded the christian world, and 
rendered his pame famous. 

For what, short of absolute dementation, could have induced 
the Doctor, in the first place, to preach ; then nearly a year 
after, to print in a Theological Review,* and again still later, 
to reprint in a weekly religious newspaper, t that strikingly 
characteristic compound of personal invective, wilful misrepre- 
sentation and crazy theology which he has dignified with the 
name of a Review of the Rev. Mr. Sherwood's sermon on the 
intermediate state ? Pray, what has Mr. S. said or done ? Of 
whs^t upardonable offence has he been guilty, thus to excite the 
tremendous roarings of this Protestant Bull ? We have read 
his sermon with some degree of attention ; and althovigh writ- 
ten many years ago, and with the freedom of a catechetical lec- 
ture for the benefit of the youthhil members of his parish, and 
never designed for the public eye, it is yet, in our judgment, a 
fair sermon, and one, in every way, proper for the occasion on 

♦Princeton Review. tChristian Intelligencer, Dec. 1839. 
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which it was recently preached. It sets forth, as it seems to us, 
in plain terms, and in an unohjectionable manner, the true doc- 
trine of Scripture, of the Church, and of common sense, in re- 
lation to the state of departed souls. 

But admitting the sermon to be heteredox in sentiment, and 
faulty in style, why should it haye so disturbed the amiable 
Doctor's placid serenity? For what reason has he been so 
especially troubled with it ? And for the gratification of what 
kind and catholic spirit, has this great man been induced thus 
to pour out the vials of his wrath? Yea, admitting, in all its 
plenitude, the Doctor's pontifical prerogative, that it is his peculiar 
province to take cognizance of all erroneous doctrines, and 
punish all offenders against orthodoxy ; and further, that he has 
been sought on bended knee, and even in more humble acts of 
homage, to avenge some unfortunate suppliant for mercy, yet, 
could not the anathema have been pronounced in somewhat 
more gracious terms? Is it not enough to condemn the heresy, 
and burn the heretic, but must the cruel punishment be aggra- 
yi|ted by the harsh language of a vindictive spirit ? Alas, alas \ 
how true, afler all, "the little finger of presbytery is thicker 
than the loins of prelacy," or even papacy ! 

Surely, the chivalrous Doctor, verily, " a knight in the eccle- 
siastical way," must have been deeply impressed with the re- 
sponsibility of his high place in the church militant, must have 
burned with intense desire for some exploit, must, indeed, have 
been absolutely longing for adventure, when he made so furious 
a tilt upon the harmless doctrine of this sermon. But where 
there «xist strong natural aberrations of intellect, confirmed by 
a chronic affection of the brain, things are always seen through 
a distorted medium. The valorous Doctor doubtless thought the 
sermon as object worthy of his mighty prowess ; and he fbk 
himself called upon to redress this theological grievance, and 
chastise with appropriate gallantry and grace the temerity of its 
. author. It is possible too, that, in this adventure, the renowned 
knight may have been moved, in some degree, by his benevo- 
lent sympathies for his unfortunate Squire, who, in the honora- 
ble anxiety to save himself, by seeking, with instinctive sagacity, 
the shelter of some redoubtable name, personal or corporate, it 
matters not, may have been tempted to "play false" with his 
master. Should there be truth in this suggestion, that worthy 
gentleman has done wrong, has indeed been ungrateful ; and 
his conscience, we are sure, must drive him on to the stool of 
repentance. And we are willing to think that, when he sees 
the sad predicament into which he has helped to lead his valiant 
and generous protector, he will hasten to disabuse his noble 
igftind of the pious fraud he has practiced upon it. 
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' But to the Doctor's contras: — and here, it must not be sup- 
posed for a moment, that we intend a discussion with the Doctor 
on the snbject of an intermediate state, This is very fiir from 
our intention, and for reasons which, before we are through, 
will be sufficiently manifest. Why should it be attempted? 
Mr. S. has placed the doctrine of his sermon bn the sure and 
impregnable basis of reason, revelation and the authority of the 
Church ; nor has the Doctor, in the whole of his labored re- 
view, adduced any thing to shake, in the slightest degree, one 
of his positions. He has indeed given us an abundance of hard 
names, bold assertion and reckless denunciation; but any 
thing likft fair, dispassionate arid manly argument, we have not 
been able to discover. 

We have said that the Doctor is against himself We begin 
wkh this contra, from personal respect to the Doctor, and for 
personal convenience to ourselves. For, it being seen that the 
Doctor's hands are against himself, there will be less difficulty 
in showing, as well as less surprise in finding them against 
others. 

In looking over the Doctor's twelve or fifteen large newspa- 
per column review,* a sufficiently respectable article in length, 
improved and perfected by all the advantages of as many months 
of consideration, correction and republication, we noticed, as 
we thought, some rather low personal ities->^^ome little want of 
good temper, kind feeling and gentlemanly courtesy — some 
slight indications of vanity — and something like cant, sneering 
and bitterness : — ^thus, — ^*Our Rector'^ — ** though Twt a Goliak 
to encounter'^ -r^^'' hasttmng to teach others before he has himself 
studied the topic of discussion!^ — " the puerUe and unanswerable 
logic of the Rev. Rector of St. Jamei^ — " inexawsable ignorance 
of church histori/^ — meagre gleanings?^\ These, with a suita- 
ble number of et ceteras, and a dazling display of the "pmic- 
tum admiratioais," are a few specimens of the dignified man- 
ner, graceful diction, and elegant witticisms, by which the 
learned and accomplished Doctor would forestall the judgment 
of his hearers and readers, stifie the voice of troth, and excite 
odium against an unoffending christian brother. But as we 
cannot suppose that even the Doctor thought tha* these rode per- 
sonalities could take the place of argument, or in any way serve 
the cause of truth, we conclude that he intended them merely as 
ornaments — sparkling little gems, to adorn this super-elegttnt 
and double-refined Review. We shall therefore take no filler 
notice of them than to set them down as so much against th9 
Doctor's self as a courteous and gentlemanly reviewer. 

^The Christian Intelligencer edition, the only one tha^ we have seen.. 
tThese, with many other expressions of a l&e nature, grace the Doctor*! 
Jprst No. in the Intelligencer. 
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The Doctor commences his review by assuming and declaring, 
and this too, in the face of facts to the contrary, that Mr. S. was 
the aggressor — was indeed a " challengtir." Now happening, 
to know something of the origin of this sermon, and of the 
circumstances under which it was preached and published, we 
affirm, and without the fear of contradiction, that the Doctor^s 
assumption and declaration have not even the semblance of 
truth for their support. So far was Mr. S. from being the ag- 
gressor, it is notonous that be was himself assailed, wantonly, 
violently and publicly assailed. It is indeed possible that the 
Doctor may have been deceived in this matter ; but then, if so, we 
must say, willingly, as he held in his hands the proof that what 
he had assumed and declared was not true. 

In his further efibrts to make Mr. S. the aggressor, the Doc- 
tor asserts — shall we say " with inexcusable ignorance ?" O, 
no ;— -could we bring ourselves to retort upon the Doctor his 
own courteous language, it would not meet the point, but with 
incredible infatuation ; and, as if to make the strange fatuity 
more apparent, he repeats the assertion, that **Mr. S. has charged 
upon us," the R.' D. Church, it is supposed, '•" an ancient heresy." 
This heresy, the Doctor says, in direct and unqualified terms, 
** Mr. S. through inexcusable ignorance of church history, has ac- 
tually charff^ iMon us as our doctrine." Nor is Mr. S. the only 
one who fells unoer this terrible denunciation of charging, thro* 
inexcusable ignorance of church history, this ancient heresy 
iipon their neighbors. For, says.thc Doctor again, " they," the 
high church party, ** charge upon us the guilt of adhering to 
an ancient heresy." O, ye Pearsons and Bulls, ye Burnets and 
Seekers, ye Horns and Horsleys, ye Seaburys and Hbbarts, 
jea, ye Calvins and Campbells, and ye Weslep and Clarks, 
eome bow your diminutive heads to this mighty censor, this 
•self constituted Oracle of the Collegiate R. D. Uhurch, and con- 
fess before him your ignorance and folly! But what was that 
ancient heresy, at the Very thougte of which the Doctor is so 
filled with horror t — All that Mr. S. says on this subject is in 
these words, 

''There was an ancient heresy which set forth the doctrine that the souls 
of the faid^l go at death immediately into heaven, and enter on the Ml fru- 
ition of their God. And it must be admitted that, with some variety of 
form, this docthne has had its friends and supporters in different ag^ of the 
Church : nor yet can it be denied, that it has its advocates even at the present 
day. It is but justice however, to remark, that between the ancient and the 
modem exhibitions of this doctrine, there is sometimes found this difference, 
—that, in the former, the doctrine is, £n: the most part, connected with a de- 
nial of tne resucrection of the dead, and conbequently of the general judg- 
ment: whereas in the latter, these great christian verities are generally ad- 
mitted, although it may be somewhat difficult to see in what consists the 
'vakK of the admission, or to understand the natme of the resurroction, and 
the reason of the general judgment." 
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But does Doct* B. admit that the docrine of sending saints to 
heaven, at death, is a heresy ? Is not this the very doctrine 
which throughout the whole of his laboured review. Dr. B. is en- 
deavoring to establish 1 And does he not again and again de- 
clare this to be the true doctrine 1 Listen to some few of "his 
profound conclusions." Having wrested certain portions of 
scripture from their true and obvious meaning he says,* 

"Hence departed souls are now with him [Christ] in heaven. "-^"There- 
fore departed souls of believers do ^ into heaven and its eternal glory." — 
"Therefore the souls of d^arted christians are with Christ in the glory and 
happiness of heaven." — "The departed are of course in heaven^ as certainly 
as those Who are not departed are upon earth. There is of course no mid- 
dle place. It is unknown on the pages of the Holy Bible. They are all 
either in heaven, or on earth. Hence every member of Christ's family, 
when they leave the church below, are [is] received into the family of 6bd 
above, in the heaven of heavens." 

Verily, if th« doctrine of sending souls, at death, immediately 
to heaven, be heresy, "nothing has ever yet existed so precisely 
like" heresy, dear Doctor, as this your review. But heresy or 
not, where is the evidence of the truth of the Doctor^s unquali- 
fied, deliberate and repeated assertion that "Mr. S. has charged 
this heresy upon us," Dr. B., the R. D. Church, or any other 
individual or body? Not a particle exists. But will Dr. B. de- 
liberately and repeatedly, preach, print, and reprint such a direct 
and unqualified assertion without proof? Has he not rieferred 
to the very page of Mr. S.'s sermon for the evidence by which this 
assertion may be sustained? The Doctor has indeed made 
such a reference ; and sorry we are, on his account^ that he has 
done so. We have given above, every word that Mr. S. has 
said respecting that ancient heresy. And we wish that all who 
can lay hands on that sermon, would turn to page the 7th, to 
which the Doctor has twice referred, and read for themselves. 
It will be found that the Doctor predicated, and largely too, om 
something besides, 'inexcusable ignorance," when he ventured 
on such a reference for the support of this utterly unfounded and 
cruel assertion. He very well knew, that not one of ten thou- 
sand, who had heard, and would read the various spaken, writ- 
ten, and printed versions of this wicked calumny, would ever 
see the sermon of Mr. S. to which this falsehood appeals for its 
support ; or if seeing it, would ever take the trottble to examine 
it. We however have examined carefully the page referred to, 
and we defy the power of geniu6 to draw from that page, or 
any other part of the sermon, the slightest warrant or justifica- 
tion for the Doctor's broad, unqualified and repeated assertion. 
And as for the appendix written for the express purpose of fur- 
ther elucidating the doctrine of the sermon, and defending its 
author against the " gross attack," made upon him, Mr. S. is so 

♦Sec Chris. Intel, Dec. 21, 1839, No. III. 
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feir from charging the R. D. Church' with this "ancient heresy," 
that he labors, and we think, with complete success, to show that 
the doctrine of that church, on the subject in question, is in per- 
fect harmony with his own. We therefore set down this wilful, 
deliberate and cruel misrepresentation as so much— more by 
and by, against the Doctor's sdf as a candid, honorable, and 
trusty reviewer. 

Another of the Doctor's troubles with Mr. S.'s sermon, is its 
want of taste. His exquisitely refined sensibilities are here ab- 
solutely shocked. And although he has not given us a single 
sentence of the sermon— yet, we have his word for it, that " no 
man of taste can endure the vulgarity of his style." Now as 
this is a quality of writing, in which the Doctor has had great 
experience, and as he is pre-eminently distinguished as a practi- 
cal judge, his naked assertion, always so true and just, must be 
deemed entirely satisfactory. Admitting, therefore, the old 
adage, " De gustibusnon disputandum est," we yield this point 
without debate. That Doctor B. is a man of taste, we have the 
most abundant, as well as convincing evidence, if not in some 
of his immortal works heretofore given to the public, certaitily 
in the marvellous exhibition of intellectual refinement now be- 
fore us. We therefore set down this amiable effervesqence of 
offended delicacy, merely as the result of some slight, perhaps 
accidental irritation of the Doctor's nervous system, wherein 
the sensitive man happened to get the mastery over the rational ; 
and his sufferings.here, often in this naughty world, the penalty 
of superior genius, we cannot but commiserate. 

But the want of taste is not the only or chief sin of Mr. S. • 

" He has yet to study the theology of the best fathers of his own Church ; 
and in a special manner the subject which he has undertaken to discuss. 
He hastens to teach others before he has himself studied the topic of dis- 
cussion. He hurries into his subject without definitions or explanations. 
Hence he sails the whole of his voyage under false colours.''* 

Now the only emotion excited by this strikingly modest and 
tasteful exhibition of truth, justice, and loving kindness, was 
that of wonder, that the Doctor should have given so much 
time and labor to such an imperfect, unstudied and harmless 
production ; for surely so great and good a man might, it would 
seem, have found other and more profitable employment. 
* Whether " Mr S. has studied the best fathers in his own church 
on the topic of discussion," we know not ; but this we know ; 
he has contrived to extract from those fathers such a mass of 
evidence, in suppdrt of his opinions, as no unprejudiced mind 
can resist; and froin it, to forge a chain of testimony so strong, 
that the Doctor, with all his hard blows, has not been able to 
make the slightest impression upon a single link of it. Then 

*See Chris. Intel, Dec. 7, 1839, No. I. 
2 
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as to deffiniiions, explanations and such like matters, if Mr. S, 
has ventured to preach a sermon .without defining clearly, and 
explaining fully, eveiy thing in relation to it, he is certainly 
much to blame, and merits the severest chastisement for such 
neglect, as no one, save and excepting always Doct. B., should 
be allowed to practice such liberties. But were not the Doctor 
the most veritable, as well as the most gentlemanly and honor- 
able of critics, we should suspect that he had not even read the 
sermon which he has so skilfully reviewed; but taking for 
granted, it was a heretical production, or to carry out his own 
figure — some small piratical craft, " sailing under false colours," 
and oflfering a fit opportunity for the display of his tremendous 
battering powers, he immediately bore down and' gave battle 
accordingly. As evidence, however, of the entire confidence 
that may be placed in the Doctor's complaints, as well as in the 
accuracy of his facts, it may not be amiss to state, that the first 
three pages of Mr. S.'s sermon are almost entirely occupied in 
defining and explaining the meaning and use of the word 
Paradise^ on which, it will be remembered, the whole ques- 
tion of an intermediate state turns. In the Appendix, seven 
pages more are given to the further explanation of this same 
word Paradise ; and eight more are exclusively devoted to the 
meaning and use of the words Hades and Hell. Now eighteen 
pages out of sixty, seems a pretty liberal allowance for the deffi- 
nitioi;! and explanation of two pr three words. 

Hardly does the Doctor recover from the slfiock occasioned 
by the bad taste and other enormities of Mr. S. when, unfortu- 
nate man, he is thrown into a state of perfect phrensy by the 
** theory" of Mr. S., " and the unique ana matchless logic, more 
mysterious than Geneva logic," by which he sustains it. Now 
were not the Doctor so very clever, even in his delirium, we 
should be tempted to break a lance with him here on the score 
of cruel consistency. He raises the hope of conferring on Mr. 
S. the honor of being the author of a " theory." He again and 
again calls it "his theory ;" but alas, cruel hope, and more cruel 
Doctor, how suddenly do the brightest visions of glory some- 
times vanish ! Mr. S. is soon stripped of all the merit of origi- 
nality ; and that, which was^ut just now " his theory," becomes 
with most admirable consistency, in the course of three or four 
sentences, " the meagre gleaning from the pages of bishops 
Seabury and Hobart :" and as if this were not enough, after a 
few sentences more, this theory of Mr. S. becomes "the theory 
of the whole high' church party in England and in this coun- 
try." And it finally turns out that both the "theory and the 
puerile and unanswerable logic" of Mr. S. are but the theory 
and logic of " the whole high church party " — yea, the theory 
and logic of the whole Catholic Church. We strongly suspect, 
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however, that the Doctor has, after all, done no more than justice 
to Mr. S. in taking from him all "the merit of originality" respect- 
ing this theory. Being, as we understand, a thorough going 
old fashioned churchman, Mr. S. would not, we fancy, deem it 
very flattering to be thought the author of any novelty in re- 
lation to the old, uilalterable and unimproveable character of 
true religion. Nor do we believe that he will consider it any- 
ill compliment to be thought a disciple of such masters as Sea- 
bury and Hobart, and a host of others in the ranks of high 
churchmen. The only thing, therefore, we object to in all this, 
is the incorrectness of the Doctor's phraseology; in calling high 
churchmen a party in the Church, and represetiting this party 
as a " Sect.^^ The Doctor should have known that the Church 
is no party ; and further, that " sect" means something, not in 
the Church, but cut off from the Church. These, however, are 
but slight mistakes, and which, in the future editions of this im- 
mortal work, we trust, will be corrected. 

But the " IIpWTov YeuSos" of this theory of Mr. S. as the Doctor, with 
his usual taste and gDod nature, calls it ; or the principal and leading false- 
hood " of, his theory ' — the theory of Seabury and Hobart — * the theory of 
the high church party' — 'the theory of the Catholic Church,' "is this ? — There 
is a general judgment at the last day, when the saints are perfect in holiness 
and happiness. . . . Hence he draws the profound inferences, that, ^Acre/lwe, 
there is no particular judgment at their death; therefore^ the believer does 
not depart i7i A(?/i7i^55 at death ; and, therefore ^ not one soul enters heaven 
until the final day of jud|D;ment ; because they are all made perfect in holi- 
ness and perfect in happiness only at the last day % This single assumption 
is pressed- in to sustain his whole theory."* 

Now what the Doctor here pronounced a " principal or lead- 
ing falsehood," and an "assumption," terms, the meaning and 
use of which no one better understands, we should call a clearly 
revealed and well established truth. It is neither more nor less 
than this; that, as there will be, in the end of the world, and after 
the general resuirection, a day of general judgment, when God 
will render to every man according to his deeds, none will enter 
heaven, the place of perfect bliss, or hell, the place of complete 
misery, till after that great and fearful event. And as a neces- 
sary consequence of this truth, the theory of Mr. S. — of the high 
church party— of the Catholic church, supposes that the souls 
of men, from death to the resurrection, whil« their bodies, are 
mouldering in the dust, and when man, as such, does not exist, 
are in Hades, the invisible place, the place of departed spirits,; 
the righteous in one region of it, called Paradise, and Abraham's 
bosom, where they are in "joy and felicity;" and the wicked 
in another region of it, such as was that occupied by Dives, 
and where they are in suffering and torment. " In this invisible 

♦See Chris. Intel. Dec. 7th, 1839. No. I. 
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place, says Mr. S.* the souls of all who have died, or will die, 
remain, the righteous in a state of rest and happiness, though 
not perfect, and the wicked, in a state of misery, though not 
complete, till their'reunion with their bodies, and the consumma- 
tion of their bliss, or their wo, at the general resurrection and 
judgment of the last day." But this, it seems is too tardy a 
process for the ardent temperament of Doctor Brownlee. He 
cannot wait for the natural and religious order of events, but 
burns for instant fulness of enjoyment. He is therefore deter- 
mined to thrust all souls immediately into heaven or hell, the 
moment they leave the. body. Now, we do read of the king- 
dom of heaven suffering violence, and of the violent taking it 
by force, though not perhaps exactly in the Doctor's way, but 
we had not anticipated such violence being done to the other 
place. The Doctor does indeed contend vehemently for an 
intermediate state ; and but for h}s very great haste, in making 
one part of man perfectly happy, or periectly miserablp, while 
seperated from the other part, we see not but that he might soon 
become, on this point, strictly orthodox. At present, however, 
he insists upon it, " that an intermediate state is no intermediate 
place ;" and he belabours Mr. S. and " the whole high church 
party" most soundly, for their blindness in not seeing, or their 
sophistry in confounding this important and obvious distii;iction. 
He says.t 

" They involve themselves in ambiguity and confusion at every step." 
Again, " Thi^ error pervades their every argument. They lose si^t some 
how or other, of our doctrine entirely." And again, " Having ihus put 
themselves in a wrong position, they have fallen and floundei^ into an 
argument befitting this false position." 

To this strikingly modest and amiable exhibition of the theo^ 
ry and logic of the high church party, we have only to say, that, 
as there are few, if any, who can lay claim to the profoundly 
penetrating and accurately discriminating mind of the Doctor, 
* we regret that, in the magnanimity of his soul, he did not exer- 
cise a little more tenderness and compassion towards his infe- 
rior and less gifted fellow mortals, even though they- were 
unable to understand, or keep in sight his doctrine. But we 
must leave Mr. S. and the high church party to the consequences 
of their "false position," and hasten: to make our escape, lest we 
share their fate. We therefore respectfully beg the learned Doc- 
tor to excuse us from entering with him this deep, dark well of 
metaphysical subtilty, lest we never get out again. For, sup- 
posing, with Bishop Horsley, " existence without place to be 
one of the incommunicable attributes of the Divine Being," wo 
are absolutely afraid that, in the amazing length and breadth, 

♦Ser In. State, p. 16. tScc Chris. InUl. Dec. 7th, 1639. No. I. 
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height and depth of the Doctor's learning, we shall, in such a 
discussion, find ourselves in a worse predicament than even 
high churchmen. When therefore the Doctor begins to talk 
of state without place, we feel that it is time to pass on, lest we 
lose sight not only of him and his doctrine, but also of ourselves. 
We therefore set down all this inconsistency, misrepresentation, 
falsity, railing, violence and dogmatism, as so much agamst the 
Doctor's self, as an honest, skilful and competent reviewer. 

But if the Doctor can get souls immediately into heaven in 
no other way, he is determined to send them there by analogy. 
He has an illustration of this nature, with which he seems very 
much pleased; and as it is the most like an argument of any 
thing we find in his whole, review, it may be worth a passing 
notice. Affirming as he does, "a particular judgment oi deci- 
sion" upon each individual at death — alluding to "the false 
position" of the high church party, in referring all judgment to 
the great and last day, the day of general judgment — and rail- 
ing at the arguments into which "they have fallen and floun- 
dered so befitting their false position," the Doctor says, 

" By this mode of reasoning, they might with equal success prove that 
because there is a general Providence there can be no particular piovidence! 
And because the son and heir of a kingdom does not reach the full honors, 
and the complete enjoyment of his estate, until he is fully of age ; therefore 
he is not admitted to his father's table, nor even allowed to appear in his 
father's house, during the intermediate state of his non age !"* 

Now of all the logical fallacies, so frequently found in this 
logical world, that of analogical argumentation is the most fal- 
lacious. Of this truth the Doctor has here given us a striking 
illustration. Of the first of the preceding sentences respecting 
" Providence," we have only to say, that were the argument in- 
tended, much less like a " petitio principii" than it really is, 
yet as it squints so awfully towards the region of the Doctor's 
peculiar metaphysical theology, we are afraid to meddle with it, 
lest, like the high churchmen, we be accused of " losing sight 
altogether of his doctrine." In the second sentence the Doctor 
has given us a very pretty illustration, and it would be entirely 
satisfactory, but for one trifling defect — it is, in the Doctor's 
own words, " nothing to the purpose." By the *• son and heir 
of a kingdom," we suppose the Doctor means the king's son, 
who is the heir apparent. This son and heir, possessing the 
whole and entire nature of his father and sovereign, may un- 
doubtedly *be admitted into his father's house,' to sit at his fath* 
er's table, and, to a certain extent, participate in the honors and 
blessings of his father's kingdom; — but then, we suppose also, 
that this son and heir must, at least during " his intermediate 

*See Chrif. Intel. Dec. 7th, 1839. No. I. 
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state of non age," be under tutors and governors, must occupy 
different apartments, and hold a subordinate place in the king- 
dom. And if so, with regard to the son and heir, how much 
more so, with regard to the common and ordinary subjects of 
the Realm, and who, as in the case now before us, possess, dur- 
ing the intermediaie state of. their non age — that is, from death 
to resurrection, but one half of the nature of their Father and 
Sovereign. Now for the application of the Doctor's analogical 
argument ; — Christ, the Saviour, is the King ; the Church is 
his kingdom ; and Christians are the children and heirs of this 
kingdom. This kingdom of Christ, we suppose the Doctor 
will admit, extends to this world, and embraces all the saints on 
earth. He will also admit, that in this kingdom, we are, even 
here on earth, allowed to sit at the King's table, and, to a cer- 
tain extent, participate in the blessings of the kingdom. And 
we Suppose further, though of this we dare not be positive, that 
the Doctor will admit that earth is not heaven, and that saints, 
living on earth, though sons and heirs of the kingdom, ar€ not 
in heaven. The great objection, therefore, to the Doctor's 
analogical argument, is, th,at it seems to cast put the son and 
heir of the kitigdom the moment he dies. Abating this objec- 
tion, and admitting that christians, while on earth, are In the 
kingdom, that they are not thrust out at death, and the 
Doctor's analogy may be good so far as it goes. But what has 
all this to do with heaven, on which it was intended to bear ? 
Nothing at all : it does not reach the point at which the Doctor is 
aiming. And his error — we will not sayh is npwrov Ysu^o^ 
consists in confounding heaven, o^ the kingdom of heaven, the 
eternal kingdom of God the Father, God the Son, and God the 
Holy Ghost, the place of the future residence of the entire and 
perfect man, in perfect holiness and perfect bliss, with the medi- 
atorial kingdom of Christ, the residence of sinful, probationary 
man till death, and of the soul, the one half of man„ till the. 
resurrection. This mediatorial kingdom of Christ, or the king- 
dona of Christ, as God-man, embracing all the faithful here on 
earth, and the souls of the righteous, while in their separate 
state, or till their reunion with their bodies, at the resurrection 
in the last day, is not heaven, nor in heaven, in the highest and 
usual sense of this word. Neither is this kingdom eternal ;— 
it had a beginning, and will have an end. In this kingdom 
Christ will indeed reign till he hath put all enemies under his 
feet : and the last enemy to be destroyed, we know, is death. 
When therefore the objects for which this kingdom was estab- 
lished, shall be accomplished ; and Christ, our Medatorial King, 
shall have performed those two last great acts of royalty, the 
raising the dead, and judging the world, He will then deliver 
up the kingdom to God, and as man be subject to hira, who as 



Digiti 



ized by Google 



15, 

God, put all things under him, that God — God the Father, Son 
and Holy Ghost, may be all in all. 

But the doctor complains, that, "by way of argumentum ad invidiam" — 
(he should have said argumentum ad verecundiam) "our opponents charge 
it to the guilt of our doctrine, that is primarily popish. Mr. S. following in 
the steps of his masters" (a very safe course) "ventures to tell the public that 
the Church of Rome was the first to declare authoritatively that the soul^ 
of the believers enter immediately into glory. It will be enough, in order to 
set him right, simply to quote ihe Romish doctrine, as established by the 
council of Florence, 'Tria esse loca, &c.' There are three places of depart- 
ed souls ; those of the saints are in.heaven, those of the wicked are in hell| 
those who died under venial sins are in purgatory."* 

Now we humbly submit, whether it would have been more 
than 'fair, on the part of the Doctor, to have proved Mr. S. 
wrong, before he attempted to "set him right." And as Mr. S* 
had cited this very council of Florence in support of his asser- 
tion, that the church of Rome was the first to declare authorita- 
tively that saints go immediately to heaven, we must confess 
our entire inability to discover the ground of the Doctor's com- 
plaint, or his object in quoting this council. We suppose how- 
ever, he wanted a quotation, or at least a reference, and whether 
for or against him, it mattered not, so that it was not examined. 
For so surely as the Doctor has quoted this passage correctly, 
so surely it establishes the entire truth of what "Mr. S. ventured 
to tell the public," and proves — "not sets right,*' but proves that 
he was "right." "There are thjee places of departed souls :"— 
''Those of the righteous are in heaven." The doctrine of the 
Church of Rome then, is, that saints are in heaven. The same, 
according to !Dr. B. is his doctrine. Verily, dear Doctor, if on 
this point, you are not a Papist "no one has ever yet^existed so 
precisely like one." **There is scarcely even a degree of visi- 
bility" between your doctrine and that of the Church of Rome. 
Dr. B. then and the Church of Rome are one in their doctrine 
of departed saints. They both say that departed saints are in 
heaven : and the only questions between them, are those of pri- 
ority in the discovery of the doctrine, and the honor of having 
first authoritatively declared it. If the Doctor can show — a 
difficult matter, we think, that any church ever declared that 
paints passed at death immediately into heaven, before the Church 
of Rome, at the council Florence ; or, if he can show — a still 
more difficult matter we trow, that he or his Church existed pre* 
vious to that Council, he may bear off* the palm. But if he 
cannot show this, then he must bow, and from his peculiar love 
and affection for hfer, we doubt not, he will bow with grace, to 
the superior claimS' of the Church of Rome, and cheerfully ad- 
mit that, in this paVticular, he is her faithful follower. 

We have expressed ourselves at lossfto discover the Doctor*^ 

♦Chris. Intel. Dec. 7th, lB39^No I. 
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object in citing this scrap from the Council of Florence, or to> 
see how it either proved Mr. S. wrong, or set him right. But 
looking on a little further^ the whole matter is explained. The 
key to unlock this marvel, will be found in these terrible words, 
"Those who die under venial sins are in purgatory." For it 
must be remembered that however closely united are the Doctor 
and the Church of Rome on the main point, there is yet this 
small difference between them. The Doctor divides mankind at 
death into two classes, the righteous and the wicked; the form-» 
er he sends direct to heaven, the lattet, straight to hell ; whereas 
the Church of Rome divides them into three classes, sending 
the eminently righteous to heaven, the incorrigibly wicked to 
hell, and leaving a third class, who die under venial sins, which 
she sends to another place called purgatory. Now which of the 
two theories is nearest the truth, we shall not attempt to decide < 
it being a matter in which we are not particularly interested, 
we leave it to be settled by the infallibility of their respective 
holinesses, the Doctor and the Pope. The very sight however 
of the word ''purgatory," and especially, the being obliged to 
speak it, ^nd write it, were sufficient to curdle the Dbctor's 
brains; and the odious idea once in his head, there is room for 
nothing else, it takes entire possession of all his faculties and 
affects all his senses. He sees its vile abominations painted ofi 
every object, and 45nuffs its offensive odor in every breeze. He 
can see no distinction between the Catholic doctrine of an inter- 
mediate place, and the dogma of a Roman purgatory. He can 
understand nothing of the different degrees of perfection in 
man, as existing in his present state, his intermediate scate, and 
his glorified state; nor yet can he find any happiness for the 
souls of the righteous, short of the highest heavens. He there- 
fore resolves to make all who maintain the Catholic doctrine of 
an intermediate state, say what they will to the contrary, tha- 
rough-going, rank .purgatcfrians. He says,* 

" The only difference between our hi^h churchmen, and the Oxford 
divines, and the Dubliti Doctor Todd, is simply this,^the latter have got 
considerably the start of the former. . They have been both on the same 
descent; and are both in full career' of descent to find their level. Hence 
there is scarcely even a degree of visibility between the high church doctrine 
And the more ancient fiction of purgatory." 

Now we cannot but think that the Doctor is here again a 
little inconsistent in placing Mr. S. at all in the rear of any in 
this " descending course," having just sai(i in a note — ** Thus^ 
our Rector actually avows his faith in the Popish Limbus of the 
Fathers." As we have here the Doctor's direct and unquali-! 
fied assertion for this " avowal" of Mr. S. with the pages of his 
sermon referred to as proof, those, not acquainted with the Doc- 

♦Chris. Intel. Dec. 7th, 1839. No. I. 
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tor's mode of quoting writers, or his object in giving references, . 
would naturally expect to find on those pages the evidence of 
the truth of this assertion. We can assure our readers, however, 
that neither on those pages, nor in any part of Mr. S.'s little 
work, is there a syllable that can be tortured into even a shadow 
of justification for this wilful and deliberate untruth. But let 
Mr. S. speak for himself in this matter. In the appendix to his 
Mormon, pp. 55 and 6, he says, 

" One of the charges brought against the author of the sermoiVj is that old, 
hackneyed, and clumsy one of" rank Pftpery," and intended, as is supposed, 
to convey the idea, that, because he maintains the true doctrine of an inter- 
mediate state, he must, of course, hold the erroneous one of purgatory; as if 
itn intermediate state, and purgatory were one and the same thing ! But 
what is the object of this cry of Popery 1 And why is it so frequently raised 
ligainst the Church 1 The writer has often asked himself these questions, 
yet has never been able to find a satisfactor}^ answer. Does the cause of 
truth demand it 1 Surely not, for this holy principle is always injured and 
griered by such * gross and uncharitable imputations.' Can it be done 
merely for effect 1 This he is unwilling to believe, as ^uch a purpose is 
altogether unworthy of generous and noble minds. Besides, such a purpose 
must necessarily defeat itself; and the writer is very much mistaken in the 
intelligence of t^ie present generation, if this stale charge — and disingenuous 
as it is stale — be not altogether too late in the day, to gain the least credit 
with those who think at all for themselves, or to bring much of reputation, 
fbr either sdgacity or prudence, to those who venture to make it. We have 
already seen that there is necessarily no connection between the doctrine of 
an intermediate state and that of a Roman purg:atory— have seen, indeed, 
that one is directly the opposite of the othef. We know that our probation 
ceases with death : and that having once entered either of the mansions of 
HadeSf the invisible place of departed souls, there can be no change in our 
situation from one of these mansions to the other. Our Lord hath put this 
matter at rest, by the parable of Lazarus and the rich man ; these were both 
in Hades, yet in very different regions of it, and forever separated by an 
impassable gvlf. There is not, therefore, a semblance of plausibility for 
attempting; to nx upon an intermediate state the character of a purgatory. 
Besides, they who contend that the souls of the righteous go, at death, im- 
mediately to heaven, ought to be aware that, in this doctrine, they are in 
close alliance with that very Church which they affect so cordially to repro- 
bate. They should kftow that the Church of Rome was the first to declare 
authoritatively the doctrine that the souls of the righteous pass, at death, 
immediately into glory. And they should know further, that this doctrine 
was established by that Church, for the unquestionable purpose of laying a 
foundation for the subsequent establishment of the doctrine of invocation to 
saints. The Church of Rome, well awarfe of_the utter impossibility of 
bringing the Christian world to believe that prayers to departed saints could 
be of any avail, so long as these saints were supposed to be in an interme- 
diate and imperfect state, laboured long and strenuously to establish the 
doctrine, that saints pass, at death, immediately to heaven ; supposing that 
having them there seated in glory, around the throne of God, they might 

the more easily be made the objects of adoration and worship It 

Was not, however, till the fifteenth century, that the Church of Rome suc- 
ceeded in carrying her favorite doctrine in relation to the state of departed 
saints. At the council of Florence, held in 1439, and when a union was 
formed between the Greek and Roman Churches, the doctrine, that the souls 
of the righteous go, at death, into the full fruition of God, was for the first 
time established. The language of the decree of this council, in relation to 
this matter, is, ' The souls of tnose who have never sinned since their bap- 
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titm, or of thoie who having fallen into sins, have been purified from them 
in their bodies, or after their departure out of them, enter immediately into 
Heaven, and see purely the Trinity.' ♦ 

Verily, the charge of Popery comes with an ill grace from those who 
maintain that Paradise is heaven, that the souls of the righteous pass, at 
tdeath, immediately into glory, and who are themselves thus closely leagued 
with the Romish Church, in support of her most erroneous and dangerous 
doctrines." 

Yet, with all this, and much more, in full view before him, Doct. 
B. could again and again charge Mr. S. with maintaining a pur- 
gatory, could cite the council of Florence, against the fact, 
that the Churcli of Rome was the first to declare authoritively 
the doctrine that saints go immediately to heaven, and finally, to 
crown his wilful misrepresentation, and cruel injustice, with 
deliberate untruth, could declare that Mr. S. "had actually 
avowed his faith in the Popish Limbus of the Fathers !" Oh 
shame, where is thy blush ! 

But as these self-contras, pervade the whole .of the Doctor's 
reviewi and become more and more prominent, and put on a 
more and more fearful character as we proceed, we will pass on 
to his Creed. 



Note. — Since writing the above, a friend has put into pur hands the 
Chris. Intel, of May 9th, 1840, containing a " Reply to the Rev. Dr. Brown- 
lee," from the pen, it is said, of a Rev. Prof, inthe Theological Seminary of 
the R. D. C. in N. Brunswick. From this we may learn something of the 
estimation, in which the Doctor is held by his own brethren. As th« author 
seeiAS to have a good knowledge of the Doctor's character, we give the fol- 
lowing miniature picture, which is supposed to be an admirable likeness. 

"All acquainted with his habits of thought and the ''.curibse^ felicitas" of 
his style, must have recognized the foot of Hercules before completing the 
second paragraph. It is personal, and bitter, of course. The Doctor is an 
admirable specunen of a numerous class in the present day, who cannot es- 
timate the force of the plainest argument on the plainest subject, until they 
call up a lively conception of the man, woman, or child, who uses it — who 
never look at truth, or falsehood, in the abstract, but only as impersonated 
in some individual whom they make their idol or their victim as the caprice 
of the hour inclines. Deprive them in debate of a visible and tangible ad- 
versary against whom they may raise the war-whoop and brandish the 
8calping>knife, they become tame and insipid at once. I do not believe that 
there is a page of my friend's polemical writings which is not sullied with 
this vice, nor that he has ever nad an opponent^ who did not retire from the 
field discomfited far more by the virulence of his abuse than the potency of 
his logic" 

♦DuPin. Eccle. His. Vol. IV, p. 45, Lon. Ed. 
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Doctor Brownlee vs. His own Creed. 



Undex this head we shall make but a single specificatian. 
This, however, will embrace the main point, and chief source 
of all the Doctor's difficulties in this matter — his hair splitting 
quibble about state and place, or his attempt to make a distinction 
where there is no difference. The Doctor contends stoutly for 
an intermediate state, but then, as stoutly denies an intermediate 
place : — a distinction, unknown to the best theological writers, 
unintelligible to common sense, and unexisting but in the dark 
mysteries of metaphysical subtilty. That, in denying an in- 
termediate place, the Doctor is against his own creed, might be 
made to appear — indeed has been made to appear, by an appeal 
to the Liturgy, Psalms and Hymns, and especially, to the Con- 
fession of Faith of the R. D. Church. Mr. S. in the Appendix 
to his sermon, has clearly proved that, by a fair and reasonable 
construction of those Stanaards, they aye decidedly against the 
Popish doctrine of .sending souls, at death, immediately to heaven. 
We will, however, pass ja\\ these by, and confine ourselves 
to a single phrase, in one of the articles of the Apostle's Creed — 
**He descended into Hell." This Creed, as a minister of the 
R. D. Church, the Doctor is supposed to acknowledge ; and, if 
he be not an ApoUinarian, we suppose he will admit, that the 
language — He descended into Hell, is predicated of the human 
soul of Christ. From the place and connection these words 
hold in the Creed, it would seem there could be no doubt that 
they tefer to the action of the soul of Christ, during the interval, 
between his death and resurrection, and while his body lay in 
the tomb. And this being true, they certainly affirm a real lo- 
cal motion of the soul of Christ ; — and what is more, a motion, 
so far as language has any meaning, directly the opposite of 
that which took place after his resurrection. And if real local 
motion be denied to the words — " He descended into Hell," we 
see not but it must be denied also to those — " He ascended into 
Heaven." The Creed then, affirms that the soul of Christ, be- 
tween his death and resurrection, really and truly descended 
into Hell. 

" It is evident)" says Bishop Horsley, " that the descendinff into hell, is 
spoken of as an action of the Lord, but as an action performed by hini after 

he was dead and buried, and before he rose ag^ain This, therefore, 

was an act of that part of the man which continues alive after death, that 
is, of the soul separated by death from the body, as the interment must be 
understood of the body apart from the soul. The dead body could no more 
go isto hell than the living soul coujd be laid in the grave. Considering 
tne words, therefore, as they stand in the Creed, as the Church now receives 
it, they seem as little capable of any variety of meaning, and almost as 
little to require explanation, as the word buried." 
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The soul of Christ, then, according to the Creed, actually 
descended into hell. And supposing that the Doctor will ad- 
mit hell to be a place, we see not but he will be compelled to 
admit also, that the soul of Phrist, during its separation frdni 
the body, was not only in a state, but a 'place — ^was indeed in 
hell. Now the word hell, as used in the Creed, must meau 
Grehenna, the place of final and complete torment, or heaven, 
the place of final and perfect bliss, or some other place. That 
the word hell, as here used, means the place of torment, even 
the Doctor does not believe ; for he says distinctly Christ never 
went there. And we take it for granted, that he will not con- 
tend that hell, in the Creed, means heaven; for, besides the 
wickedness of imputing such absurdity and nonsense to this 
universally acknowledged symbol of faith, it would, as has been 
aptly suggested, sound a little odd, to say hell was heaven, and 
heaven was hell ; or in repeating the creed, to say — He wa3 
dead and buried, he descended into heaven ; and the third day, 
he rose again, and ascended into hell. If, then, the wori hell, 
as used in the Creed, does not mean hell, the place of torment, 
nor yet heaven, the place of happiness, it must. Doctor Brown- 
lee to the contrary notwithstanding, mean some other place. 
And pray, what place can that be, but that happy and blessed 
region of Hades, called Paradise, even " the glorious country 
of the soul," where Christ went, in company with the penitent 
thief, on the day he was crucified ; where the souls of all the 
faithful go, and where, during their separation from their bodies, 
they are in *joy and felicit^V waiting, in sure and certain hope, 
the consummation of their bliss, at the great and last day." 
Doctor Brownlee, then, receiving the Apostle's Creed, yet de- 
nying an intermediate place, must stand convicted of opposition 
to his own Creed. But it is not in relation to an intermediate 
place only, that the Doctor is against his own Creed. He denies 
that Christ went to hell at all. In his "Revised and corrected 
specimens of Divine Truths,"* and in answer to the question in 
thje Creed — " Did he (Christ) not then descend into hell itself?" 
Answer — " Not at all ; for while he was dead, his body was in 
the grave, and his soul in heaven." It is, therefore, doing no 
injustice to the Doctor, to set him down, as against his own 
Creed, and the acklowledged Creed of the Church of which he 
is a minister. It may not be amiss to rematk here, that, as these 
*• Revised and corrected specimens of Divine Truths," bear not 
the impress of authority, there is no evidence that they have 
the sanction of the R. D. Church. Perhaps the Doctor ha» 
revised and corrected a little too much to be in harmony with 
the standards of that Church. From a slight comparison, w^ 
should think this not an improbable fact. 

♦Phil. Ed. 1837, p. 45. 
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Doctor Brownlee vs. the Fathers, Ancient and Modern^ 



And first, of the Modern, As ** JVlr. S. has yet to study the 
theology of the best fathers of his own Church, and in a special 
manner, the subject he has undertaken to discuss," he will, we 
are sure, be greatly obliged to Doctor B. for thus kindly point- 
ing out to him those ** best fathers," of whose worth, and even 
existence, he is so obviously ignorant ; nor can we doubt but 
that he will profit by the hint thus given him. We must be 
allowed to express our gratification also, not only at finding the 
Doctor's judgment of these " best fathers," so entirely in har- 
mony with our own. but also, and more especially, at discover^ 
ing how much respect and good will he entertains for those 
** leading divines of the Episcopal Church of the good old way." 
Nor is this all : — having the Doctor's high approbation of the 
^sentiments of those " best iathers," we feel that an important 
point is gained, and that our labours, und^r this head, are very 
much lessened. We only regret that, while his hand was in, 
the Doctor did not, out of his great knowledge and pure love of 
old Theology, give us the names of at least two or three of the 
test modern fathers of his own Church ; as for his ancient fe- 
thers, we will not be so unreasonable as to enquire after them. 
Thu$ brought, through the Doctor's great learning and most 
:Unmerited kindness, to a knowledge of those *' best fathers, and 
leading divines of the Episcopal Church of the good old way," 
whom he so highly approves, but whom, " Mr. S. has yet to 
:3tudy," we, out of curiosity, turned to the works of those stand- 
ard writers, to see what were their opinions on the subject of an 
intermediate state. Judge then of our surprise, when we found 
them all,-^-'tis indeed strange, yet there are stranger things to 
come, we found them all, without exception, the very fathers 
wham Mr. S. hajs himself quoted at length, and by whose au- 
thority he supports his doctrine. Thifi being the case, the whole 
matter turns on the truth and honesty of these Rev. Gentlemen 
in bringing forth the real opinions of these " best fathers," as 
they both seem to admit there is no obscurity in their writings, 
— Mr. S. confidently appealing to them in support of " his theo- 
ry," and Dr. B. boldly asserting that " they are manifestly with 
UB." The only way t;o settle the question, is, to recal these "best 
&tbers," and subject their testimony to a re-examination. Hav- 
ing done this, we shall leave to others to decide on the degree 
jof justice the Doctor has rendered, we will not say to the "best 
fathers," nor yet to Mr. S., but to himself, and of the extent of his 
respect, not merely for the rale — " Do unto others as ye would 
they should do unto you," but for the command, " Thou dialt 
]^f. bear false witness aga^st thy neighbor." 
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With the *'best fathers" of the Episcopal Church, in this 
country, such as Bishops Seabury, white and Hobart, we need 
have no further trouble, they being all high churchmen, strong 
advocates of an intermediate place, and of course, in a " wrongs 
position," the Doctor is resolutely, heroically and vehemently 
against them. We will therefore go, at once, to the venerable 
Mother of the American Church,' the Church of England, and 
see what her fathers say on this subject. And here, we shall 
avail ourselves of the " Catena Patrum," as given by Mr. S. in 
the appendix to his sermon. H^ has there, in addition to the 
testimony of several other standard writers of the English 
Church, embodied the opinions of twelve distinguished individ- 
iials, ranking among the highest dignitaries and ablest writers 
of that church, and furnishing a connected chain of testimony 
on the subject of an intermediate state from 1612, down to the 
present time, a period of nearly two hundred and fifty years. 
Their names, in the order they stand in the Appendix, are as 
follows :— Bp. Pearson, Bp. Bull, Bp. Burnet, DoctWall, Dean 
Stanhope, Dr. Wheatly, Archbishop Seeker, Bp. Newton, 
Jones of Nayland, Bp. Home, Bp. Horsley, and Bp. Mant. 
These distinguished Fathers and writers do all, according to 
Mr. S. declare themselves in favor, not only of an intermediate 
state, but of an intermediate place. And it may not be amiss to 
remark, that these Fathers of the English Church seem to have 
been selected by Mr. S. not because they are the only writers of 
the same opinion on this subject, but because, living at different 
and distant periods, they furnish an unbroken chain of testimony 
through the long period of nearly two and a half centuries. 
But as all these do not, at least, in the Doctor's opinion, rank 
among the " best Fathers and leading divines of the Episcopal 
Church of the good old way," it becomes necessary, however 
invidious it may appear, to designate the Doctor's favorites, and 
to assign the reason for this, their enviable distinction. From 
the Doctor's most cordial anathema then, of high churchmen, 
their inexcusable ignorance, wrong position, bad logic, and 
all, he provisionally excepts — we cannot but fancy we see 
our readers smile, as we give the list, Bp. Bull, Dean Stanhope, 
Dr. Wheatly, Archbishop Seeker, Bp. Newton and Bp. Mant; 
while che very satisfactory reason for his gracious dispensation 
in their favor, the Doctor gives in these brief, but pregnant 
words — " They are manifestly with us." The rest, Bp. Pear- 
son, Bp. Burnet, Doct. Wall, Jones of Nayland, Bp. Home, 
and Bp. Horsley, being all, like the Fathers of the American 
Church, incorrigibly high churchmen, are absolutely con- 
demned. The Doctor has given his voice against them. We 
are therefore relieved from all further concern with their opin- 
ions. There is left then, to re-examine but the testimony of 
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thoife few of the " best fathers" whom the Poctor has coruHtion- 
ally taken into favor. We say conditionally, for it is but fair to 
state, that the Doctor has not pronounced definitively upon all, 
even of these his favorites. He excepts them from the general 
anathema resting upon all high church,men, no farther than 
they are consistent with themselves : and let it be remembered, 
they are consistent with themselves only so far as they agree 
with Doctor Brownlee. 

It must also be distinctly understood, that the consistency of 
these " best fathers" with themselves, and of cotirse, their con- 
tinuance in the Doctor's favor, depend entirely upon their de- 
nying the existence of an intermediate 'place. On this single 
point, are suspended alike the Doctor's smiles, and their distinc- 
tion. On so small a thing hangs all their greatness ! 

That these "best fathers are all manifestly with him," the 
Doctor, with great apparent fairness, and it would seem, with 
much gratitude too, is willing to rest on the testimony furnished 
by his "opponents." What can be more fair or npnorable? 
We cannot but think, however, it would have been no more 
than prudent on the part of the Doctor, to have, at least, looked 
into some of these best fathers, before he received them eved 
conditionally into favor ; and we regret, on his account, that he 
did not take this precaution ; as from this great willingness to 
trust all to his opponents, in connection with the fact, that all 
his references — little things in which the Doctor places great 
value, authors, vols, page, edition, typographical errors and all, , 
are taken fiom Mr. S.'s appendix, some may be ill natured 
enough to suspect that the Doctor has never seen these fathers, 
he has pronounced the best. This, however, is of no sort of 
consequence. Whether the Doctor has seen them or not, no 
one doubts his ability to judge, and pronounce dogmatically, not 
only of their contents, but also of their merits. He therefore 
says most magnanimously : — * 

" We accept of the quotations of these Theologians, as given by Hobittt 
and Sherwood, &c. ana thank them for helping our cause. 

As the Doctor reposes so much confidence in his "opponents," 
it will be necessary, in order that his real regard for fairness, 
justice and truth, may be rightly appreciated, to repeat, at some 
length, these quotations, especially those furnished by Mr. S, 
lest he be thought to have been instrumental in leading the 
Doctor into an error ; for, althongh the references are all the 
same, the quotations are amazingly different. And here, as we 
have to deal only with simple facts, the naked assertion — with 
indeed but a single word of these writers ; and as we shall be 
obliged to put the Doctor^s veracity to a yet further, and some- 

*See Chris. Intel., Dec. 21, J839, No. III. 
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what more direct and severe test, we must beg particular, atfen- 
tion to this part of his revie\y. It is, we hope and believe, tf 
rare specimen of polemick honesty and skill ; and to do it any- 
thing like justice, it must be given entire: — here it is, italics* 
and capitals, all the Doctor's^ — * 

" The leading divines of the Episcopal Church of the good old way, are 
manifestly with us. For instance, Dean Stanhope says, — ' The soul lites". 
in a separate state from the body, aiid such a state as is susceptible of 
happiness or misery.' 

Dr. Wheatly says,—' The interval between death and the end of the 
world, is a state — not place — a state of expectation and imperfect bliss.' 
Then he adds that the completion and perfection of their happines takef 
place at the last day.— (On the Com. Prayef— p. 304-^Bo8ton edition of 
1825.) 

Archbishop Seeker thus writes : — * Hades means the invisible wdrld, one 

Eart or other of which, the souls of the deceased, whether §pod or bad, in- 
abit. And he adds, that saints are there ' waiting for a SUll more perfect 
happiness at the last day. — (Seeker on the Catechism, sec. IX. 

Bishop Newton says, — * The separate souls are happy or miserable; but 
not so miserable nor happy, as they shall be at the resurrection.— (On Inter- 
mediate state, vol. III. pp. 559, 661. London edit.) 

Bishop Mant, as quoted by Mr. Sherwood — (Mr. S. we suppose, did not 
emote the other writers !) is decidedly of orthodox belief—* The intermediiCte 
State, — he does not say place^ is one of rest and repose. He adds, that will' 
be succeeded by another state of perfect happiness at the last day.— (Hap- 
piness of the Blessed J p. 10.) 

In a word, the ancient and sound fathers of this venerable section of the 
lUformed Church, do, to a man, believe as do the compeers 6f other Churches;- 
But the party of the high churchmen within her, and those approximating 
to Romanism, do, to a man, advocate this quasi purgatory of an intermedi- 
ate i^ace of souls, rt^t perfect in holiness." 

Sttch is the Doctor's brief and pithy account of the opinions of* 
" the leading divines, and of the ancient and sound fathers" of the 
English Church, in relation to the departed. In this statement 
the Doctor has certainly made a bold and matchless, yet most 
melancholy effort to vanquish the truth ; and we confess that 
W9 look at it, and contemplate it with unfeigned amazement and 
sorrow. We give this statement first, that our readers, having 
it before them, may be enabled to examine it, and compare it 
with the real quotations made by Mr. S. in the Appendix t6 his 
sermon, and which, with the references to their respective au<- 
thors, are hefe transcribed.! 

We must here partipularly beg our readers to take al6hg 
with them, and keep in mind, the ominous sentence witk which 
the Doctor commences the foregoing marvellous paragraph*— 
" The leading divines," — meaning Bp. Bull, Dean Stanhope, 
Doct. Wheatly, Archbishop Seeker, Bp. Newton, and Bp. Mant 
— "These leading divines of the Episcopal Church of the good 

♦See Ohris. Intel. Dec. 21st, 1839. No. III. 

tSee appendix to Mr. S.'s sermon, on Inter. State, pp. 40, 41, 42, 43, 44. 
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old way, are manifestly with us :" that is, these writers all agree 
with Doctor Brownlee, in denying an intermediate place. 
> Now this direct, positive, and often repeated assertion, we say, 
is not true. We will prove that the Doctor knew that it was 
not true, when he made it. We will prove that not one of the 
above mentioned fathers is with him on this subject. And we 
^dll prove that he has deliberately falsified them all. 

Reversing the order in which the Doctor has mentioned these 
fathers, we will begin with Bp. Mant, who, as quoted by Mr. S. 
says, 

"That the intermediate state t>f the souls of the righteous is one oi rest and 
fepose : not however of insensibility, but of consciousness, and of positive 
and great enjoyment: still that it will be succeeded by another state of yet 
superior happiness, when the trumpet shall sound, and the , dead shall be 
raised incorruptible and we shall be changed ; and when the crown of 
righteousness, heretofore laid up for all those who love the Lord's aopear- 
ing, shall be given- to them by the Lord the righteous judge, in the presence 
of assembled men and angels, on that day."^ 

Now it is freely admitted that, in this quotation, the word 
flace is not found ; but that it must be inferred, and that Bp. 
Mant maintains an intermediate place, arje evident from this very 
passage. We should like to have the learned Doctor explain 
how there can be rest and repose without place. That, by this 
state of rest and repose, (yi positive and great enjoyment, the 
Bishop does not mean heaven, is manifest, for this state, he says, 
is to be succeeded by another of superior happiness, when the 
trumpet shall soUpd. when the dead shall be raised, and we 
shall be changed, that is, at the last day. If therefore this state 
of rest and repose be heaven, we should like to know, by what 
name that other state of superior happiness, which is to succeed, 
must be called. That Bp. Mant holds an intermediate place, and 
Uses the word state to denote that place, is evident from the slight 
est inspection of his work. And this Mr. S. would doubtless have 
shown, could he have anticipated any thing like this " contempti- 
ble quibble," as it has been justly characterized, " about state 
and place." 

To satisfy the Ddctor, however, as well as to show him, how 
much safer it is to look into authors himself, than to trust to the 
fairest quotations, let Bp. Mant speak for himself Commenting 
on the words of our Saviour to the penitent tbief, he sayS.f 

"Paradise was the name of that Place of happiness, to which the Jews 
supposed the souls of the pious to be conveyed on their separation from their 
bodies. To be admitted into that place, to be received withal into the 
society of the Redeemer, cannot but signify an admission to a state of en- 
joyment." 

♦Happiness of the Blessed, p. 10. 

I'Happiness of the Blessed, p. 8. 

4 
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Verily, the Bishop must be inconsistent with himself. He 
certainly does not agree with Doctor B. and must, for aught we- 
see, forfeit his high distinction. He has, however, no one ta 
blame but himself The Doctor has dgne all he could to retain 
him in favor. He has misrepresented hini, told an absolute un-^ 
truth about him, and to give it emphasis, has printed it in italics^ 
He asserts positively " he does not say place." The Bishop, how- 
ever, is incorrigible ; he declares that he does say place, and 
that he means place. Willing, therefore, or unwilling, Bp. 
IVIant must be expunged from the Doctor's list of the *' best 
fathers !" E(e is manifestly against him. 

The next of the Doctor's "best fathers,'* and '* leading divines 
of the Episcopal Church of the good old way," is, Bp. Newton, 
who as quoted by Mr. S. says,* 

" Though the separate souls are happy or miserable, yet are they not so 
happy, nor so miserable as they will be after the resurrection. Again, the inter- 
mediate state is certainly a state of happiness not yet complete and perfect 
in all its parts. Christ says that Lazarus was carried by ang^els into 
Abraham's bosom, and the soul of the penitent thief he brought with him- 
self into Paradise j but by Paradiss ana Abraham's bosom, the antients, 
both Jews and Christians, did not understand the kingdom of heaven, the 
supreme glory, and the beatific vision of Gk)d, but only the state and place 
of separate good souls waiting for their resurrection. And indeed we are 
all along directed in scripture to expect our final retribution only at the day 
of judgment. But what occasion is there for a day of jsdgment, if the sen- 
tence is already passed and executed 1 Why should men be called to ren- 
der an account of those actions, for which they received their full reward or 
punishment? Certainly it woidd be an unnecessary process, and solemnity 
without si^ification, if there should not then be made an addition, a very 
considerable addition, to the happiness of the good and to the misery of the 
wicked." 

We must now beg our readers to cwaipare the above with the 
Doctor's two line account of Bp. Newton's opinions, professed- 
ly taken from this quotation. The Bishop says, the souls of 
the righteous are in Paradise, or Abraham's bosom, and de- 
clares, that by Paradise, and Abraham's bosom, the ancients^ 
both Jews and Christians, did not understand heaven, the su- 
preme glory, and beatific vision of God ; but only the state and 
PLACE of separate souls waiting for their resurrection. Doctor 
B. then, in thus withholding from his readers the Bishop's lan- 
guage, has wilfully misrepresented him. And we strongly sb«- 
pect that, had the Doctor been as anxious for the truth, as for a 
display of references, or had even known any thing of jthe 
original work, the good Bishop would hardly have found a 

♦Intermediate State, vol. III. pp. 659, 661. Lond.'Ed. Had the Doctor 
quoted from the Bishop's works, he might have avoided, in his favorite arti- 
fice of references, the typographical blunder, ^nto which he has been led by 
copying from Mr. S. For the benefit of the future editions of this review, 
it may not be amiss to state that the pages here indicated are the right 
references. 
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place among the *• best fathers ;" as one of the objects of his 
LVII dissertation, is to prove that Paradise is not heaven. And 
he not only uses the word place to denote the separate state, but 
almbst every other word, by which place can be designated. 
Bp. Newton, therefore, must be struck from the list of the "best 
fathers" — Doct. B, is manift^tly against him. 

The next *' best father" is Archbishop Seeker, who< as quoted 
hy Mr. S. says,* 

■ '< The most common meaning, not only among the heathens, but Jews and 
^Christians, of the word HadeSy here translated Hell, was in general, that 
invisible world, one part or another of which, the souls of tne deceased, 
whether good or bad, inhabit. And this, however strange it might seem to 
the unlearned, yet is by others acknowledged. Probably, therefore, all that 
was intended to be taught by the expression before us (he descended into 
hell,) is, that when our Saviour died, and his body was laid in the grave, 
80 his spirit went where other separate spirits are. And we should remem- 
ber, in repeating these words of the Creed, that this is the whole of what 
we are bound to profess by them. But in. what part of space, or of what 
nature that receptacle is, in which the souls of men continue from their death 
until they rise again, we scarce know at all ; excepting that we are sure U 
is divided into tmo extremely different regions^ the dweUing of the righteous, 
called in St. Luke, Abraham^s bosom, where Lazarus was; and that of the 
wicked, where the rich man was-, 'between which there is a great gulf 
fixed.' And we have no proof that our Saviour went on any account into 
the latter : but since he told the penitent thief, that he should be ' that day 
with him in paradise,' we are certain he was in the former : where they 
which die in the Lord, rest from their labors and are blessed; waiting for a 
vtill more perfect happiness at the resurrection of the last day." 

Here again, we must request of our readers a particular com- 
parison of this quotation with tlie Doctor^s extract from it He 
selects otie word here, and other words there, making in all two 
whole lines and two words, from the beginning of the quotation, 
and then passing over— on the principle, we suppose, of deny- 
ing an intermediate place — ^thc whole of the intervening part, 
and takes one whole line and one whole word, from its close. 
And yet the Doctor can talk about garbling ! The word place, 
however, it must be confessed, is not to be found in the whole 
quotation, and this was enough for the Doctor. But as the 
Archbishop has used the words. Hades, invisible world, divided 
into two parts, two extremely different regions, receptacle, Par- 
adise, Abraham's bosom, &c. to denote the residence of depart- 
ed souls, we suppose any one but Doct. B. will admit that, by 
these terms, the Archbishop intended to denote a place. We 
think, therefore, his name must also be erased from among those 
of the "best fathers ;" for as manifestly as the Doctor has wil- 
fully misrepresented the Archbishop's language, and deliber- 
ately rendered a false account of his sentiments, so manifestly 
is he against him. 

, ♦On the Catechism, Lee. IX. 
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We come next to Doct. Wheatly, who, as quoted by Mr. S, 

says,* 

" The ancients all agree in this, that the interval between death and the 
end of the world, is a stute of expectation and imperfect bliss, in •which the 
souls of the righteous wait for the completion and perfection of their happi" 
ness at the consummation of all things." 

Now, as this is but a short quotation, the Doctor might as 
well have given the whole of it, more especially so, as it speaks 
of a sort of agreement among the ancients, for whose opinions, 
he entertains such a peculiar respect. He has here, however, 
done pretty well ; for it must be admitted that the word place 
is not seen in the quotation, though, as in that from Bp. Mant, 
it is necessarily implied. Mr. S. probably, did not think it 
necessary to look for passages having in them the word place. 
His object was to prove that souls did not, at death, go immedi- 
ately to heaven. And taking it for granted that no well read 
theologian could be ignorant of Wheatly^s opinion on this sub- 
ject, he deemed this short quotation all sufficient. And we 
cannot but think that, had the Doctor ever looked into Wheatly, 
or had even the slightest knowledge of his sentiments, he would 
have been a little more cautious, if not a little less confident. 
But prudence and modesty are virtues, to which the Doctor is 
a stranger. As, ' however, he has made this father say stat£ 
in capitals ; and, as if this was nbt enough, not place, in em- 
phatic italics, it will be necessary to let Doct. Wheatly again 
speak for himself. 

" The promise of our Saviour to the thief on the cross, can imply no more 
than that he should on that very day, on which he died, enter into that 
PLACE of rest and qiiiet, where the souls of the righteous wait for the resur* 
rection. And indeed, that our Saviour could not mean heaven by Paradise, 
is plain enough ; because he himself did not ascend into the upper heavens 
till after his resurrection ; as we every day profess to believe in our Creed ; 
in which we declare that whilst, as to his body, * he was dead and buried,' 
as to his spirit or soul, * he descended into hell.' " 

Such then, being the sentiments of Doct. Wheatly, when 
allowed to speak for himself, we see not but that he also must 
lose his place among the " best fathers;" — ;the Doctor's assertion, 
capitals and italics, to the contrary notwithstanding; — he is 
manifestly against him. 

The next of the ** best fathers," in order, is Dean Stanhope, 
who, as quoted by Mr. S. says,t 

" The human soul is a substance distinct from the body ; that it lives after 
it in a separate state from it, and such a state, as is susceptible of happiness 
or misery ,»— and that the souls of good men enter upon some degree of blisSy 
immediately after their departure out of the body." 

*0n the Com. Prayer, p. 304, Boston edition, 1825. 
tGos. for Thursday before Easter. 
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From this quotation, the Doctor, in his righteous abhorrence 
of garbling, has made out two whole lines, and the word 
" STATE," at least twice, in capitals ; though that of place he 
could not find. Even here, however, place is clearly implied. 
The soul being a substance, seems necessarily to require a place 
for its existence. And by declaring that, while separated from 
the body, it is susceptible of happiness or misery, and enters, if 
good, upon some degree of bliss, the Dean clearly intimates that 
the place of the soul, in this state of separation, is not heaven, 
the place of perfect happiness and bliss. And we can answer 
for it, had Mr. S. known how much consequence the Doctor at- 
taches to this little word place, he would have satisfied him, to 
his heart's content. For he had only to cite the' sentence in im- 
mediate connection with the foregoing, and leave the Doctor to 
answer, as he might, the Dean's pertinent interrogatory — 

"Why is the spirit here the object of our Lord's care, and deposited in 
Grod's hands ; but because those phrases are set to signify a plac£ of safety 
from danger 1" 

There goes, then, the good Dean from the Doctor's favor. 
Really, we fear the Doctor will lose all his "best fathers!" 
There is but one left. That one, however, is the famous Bp. 
Bull. This pre-eminently distinguished father and writer, as 
quoted by Mr. ^. says,* 

" I do affirm the consentient and constant doctrine of the primitiye Church 
to be this : That the souls of all the faithful, immediatelY after death, enter 
into a PLACE and state of bliss, far exceeding all the felicities of this world, 
though short of that most consummate, perfect beatitude of Heaven, with 
which they are to be crowned and rewarded in the resurrection. And so 
on the contrary, that the souls of all the wicked are presently after death in 
a state of very great misery ; and yet dreading a far greater misery at the 
day of judgment." 

Doct. B. has the same passage. And much are we gratified, 
at ieing able to give him credit for having once quoted Mr. S. 
correctly and entirely. We must confess, however, that we are 
somewhat at loss — and we doubt not our readers, when they 
have looked at the passage, will be equally so— to discover any 
very good reason for the Doctor's great partiality for Bp. Bull, 
and especially for. the singular confidence, and apparent delight, 
with which he appeals to him. And although we were, at first, 
a little startled, lest, through the Doctor's Sampsoii-like perfor- 
mance, we should lose the good Bishop entirely, yet we could 
not but smile at the ease and self-complacency, with which the 
Doctor play's the giant. Just hear him.f 

" "We rejoice that we can carry off Bishop Bull from the camp of the 
enemies' hosts. (^Unless, like the Greek and Latin Fathers, he wants unan- 
imous consent with his own self, in his own writings.") 

♦Ser. on Middle Place. 

tSw Chris. Intel. Dec. 21st, 1839. No. III. 
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That is, Doctor B. will joariy off Bp. Bull, unless he is in- 
consistent with himself in his own writings ; — ^^in other words, 
unless he disagrees with the Doctor! Truly, the Bishop is in 
a hard case. He must, it seems, be condemned with all other 
high churchmen, or be stolen away, and carried off by Doctor 
Brownlee! We think, however, it would have been more 
prudent, on the part of the Doctor, to have settled this mat- 
ter of consistency, before he attempted to take the Bishop 
• off We fear, he will prove a sore burden, too heavy for 4iim 
to bear. "Bp. Bull want unanimous consent with himself, in 
his own writings!" Alas, alas, dear Doctor, the very first 
principle of that hardest of all lessons to which man ever yet 
applied himself — Tvwdi gsavrovt you have yet to learn. It is 
indeed unpleasant to interrupt, or in any degree mar the Doc- 
tor's joy and rejoicing, and take from him even his last man, 
and that man, Bp. Bull, and this too, just at the moment he has 
him upon his shoulders, triumphantly " bearing him off from 
the camp of the enemy's hosts." But we have this to comfort 
us ; the duty, however painful, is soon performed. All we have 
to do, is to point our readers to the very passage of Pp. Bull, 
which he has copied from Mr. S. The Bishop there says, "the 
souls of the faithful, immediately after death, eiiter into a place 
and state of bliss, far exceeding, &c." We say nothing of the 
Doctor's consistency here, for of that no one has any doubt, but 
we do wonder where were his spectacles, when he introduced 
this passage. If this, however, should not be sufficient to show 
that the Bishop is safe, there is another passage from Bp. Bull, 
given by Mr. S.* which, we suppose, the Doctor did not see. 
It is as follows :— 

" The glories of the third Heaven, and of Paradise too, seem to be, by an 
extraordinary revelation, opened and discoyeied by St. Paul, not only for 
his own support under the heavy pressure of his afflictions, but also that he 
might be able to speak of them with great assurance to others. First he had 
represented to him the most perfect Joys of the thirds or highest Heaven, of 
which we hope to be partakers afi»r the reswrrectian ; and then, lest so k>Df 
an expectation should discourage us, he saw also the intermediate joys <^ 
Paradise, wherewith the souls of the faithful are refreshed until the resur- 
tion." 

And lest all this should be insufiicient to show that Bp. Bull 
maintains an intermediate place, and that in so doing he does 
not " want unanimous consent with himself, in his own writ- 
ings," we will state, for the Doctor's special benefit, for we 
suppose he has never seen Bp. Bull's works, that he has two 
sermons on the soul of man after death, and the middle state of 
happiness and misery. In these sermons, he lays down these 
two prepositions — 

*See appen, to ser. p. 24. 
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" First, the soul of man subsists after death, and when it is dislodged 
from the body, hath a place of abode provided by God for it, till the resur- 
rection of the body." This occupies the first sermon. 

" Secondly, The soul of every man, presently after death, hath its proper 
PLACE and state allotted by God. of happiness or misery, aiccording as the 
man hath been good or bad in his past life." This is the subject of the 
second sermon. 

The " PROPER place" for the souls of the righteous, the 
Bishop calls Paradise, or Abraham's bosom, and quoting the 
common and well known prayer of the Jews—* Let him have 
his portion in Paradise, and also in the world to come, the 
Bishop says,* 

** In this form. Paradise and the world to come are plainly distinguished. 
According to which notion, the meaping of our Saviour's promise to the 
penitent thief, is evidently this : That he should presently after death enter 
with him into that place of bliss and happiness, where the souls of the 
righteous, separated from their bodies, innabit, and where they wait in a 
joyful expectation of the resurrection and the consummation of their bliss in 
the highest Heaven. For that our Saviour here did not promise the thief 
an immediate entrance into that heaven, the ancients gathered from hence, 
that he himself, as man, did not ascend thither till after his resurrection, as 
our very creed informs us." 

But to satisfy Dr. B. that Bishop Bull does not "want unani- 
mous consent with himself, in his own writings," a^ well as to 
guard the " reason of his humblest Sabbath school pupil" from 
• pronouncing too promptly' against the * comfort and glory' of 
an intermediate place, let the good Bishop again speak,* 

" This discourse is matter of abundant consolation to all good men, when 
death approacheth them. They are sure not only of a blessed resurrection 
at the last day, but of a reception into a very happy place and state in the 
meantime. They shall be immediately after death put in the possession of 
Paradise, and there rejoice in the eertam expectation of a crown of glory, te 
be bestowed upon them at the day of recompense. Fear not, good man. 
when death comes ; for the good angels are ready to receive thy soul, and 
convey it into Abraham's bosom. A place, wherjiver it is, of rest, and that 
not a stupid insensible rest, but a rest attended with a lively perception of 
a far greater joy and delight, than this world can afford. A place of the 
best society and. company, where thou shalt be gathered to the spirits of just 
men, to the holy Patriarchs, Prophets, Apostles, Martyrs, and Confessors/ 
and familiarly converse with those saints and excellent persons, whom thou 
hast heard of and admired, and whose examples thou has endeavored to 
imitate. A place that is the rendezvous of the holy angels of God, and 
which the Son of God himself visits and illustrates with the rays of hi» 
glory. A place where there shall be no wicked men to corrupt or offend 
thee, no devil to tempt thee, no sinful flesh to betray thee. A place of full 
security, where thou shalt be out of all possible danger of being undone and 
miserable forever. A place from whence all sorrow (because all sin) is 
banished ; where there is nothing but joy, and yet more joy still expected. 
This is the place that death calls thee to.'' 

Bp. Bull, then, is perfectly safe — "He wants unanimous 
consent with himself," in as much as he will say place. There 
is therefore no danger of his being carried off by Doctor Browe- 

♦Ser. on Middle State. 
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lee =-. Bishop Bull carried off by Doctor Brownlee! Pish f 

The Doctor is too uncertain footed. The Bishop will not ride 
such a stumbler. He mounts a nobler steed and moves in 
more befitting style ; and wherever he goes, honor, truth and 
grace attend him. 

Thus, the Doctor's "best fathers" have every one of them 
failed him. They have all become high Churchmen ; and be- 
ing all in a "wrong position, and having fallen and floundered 
into an argument befitting this false position," they axe of course, 
all condemned — instead of being marjbifestly with the Doctor, 
they are all manifestly against him. What now shall we say 
of the confident, positive assertion with^ which the Doctor com- 
mences this, fearful statement, — "The leading divines of the 
Episcopal Church of the good old way are manifestly with us !" 
We need say nothing : — It speaks for itself; and sad is the tale 
it tells. 

We have a few words more touching this "unique and 
matchless paragraph," particularly the two last sentences, which 
seem intended as a summing up — a sort of double condenser, 
embodying in a small space all the strange things in this part 
of the review. That our readers may have the matter directly 
before them, we beg to repeat these two sentences. 

"In a word, the ancient and sound fathers of this venerable section of the 
Ileformed Church [the Ch. of England,] do, to a man, believe a9 do the com- 
peers of other Churches. But the party of the high Churchmen Vithin her, 
and those approximating to, Romanism, do, to a man, advocate this quasv 
purgatory of an intermediate place of souls, not perfect in holiness." 

Now had we not, long since, ceased to wonder at any asser- 
tion the Doctor can make, however bold or unfounded^ these 
isentences might have surprised us : as it is, they excite no mar- 
vel, except, indeed, it be, — that we are not sure, there is, in these 
sentences, particularly the first, any expressed untruth ; on the 
contrary, we are inclined to think that it may be all literally 
p true. That word "compeer," we confess, did somewhat puz- 
zle us, as we codld not tell jvhether the Doctor was looking to- 
wards prelacy or papacy. But as this is of little consequence, 
we will, to save the Doctor's rank, and secure, if possible, his 
Catholic amiability, admit him to be a compeet of either Bish- 
ops, or Popes, or of both, as he pleases. 

Now if **the ancient and sound fathers^ of that venerable sec- 
tion of the Reformed Church, do, to a man believe as do the 
compeers of other churches," we suppose it must be admitted 
that **these compeers of other churches" believe as do those 
"ancient and sound fathers." But we have seen that these an- 
cient and sound fathers, do to a man," not excepting even those, 
the Doctor pronounces the "best," believe in an intermediate 
place, therefore," on the Doctor's authority — he will pardon 
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the "profound conclusion" these "compeers of other churches" 
— the Doctor himself always excepted, bdieving as do "the an- 
cient and sound fathers" do believe in an intermediate place : 
which we suppose to be the fact. So that the Doctor has here 
declared a most undoubted truth. We wish it, however, dis- 
tinctly understood, that we dare not be positive that this was 
his intention. 

The other sentence, to make it speak truth, requires more 
correction. The word "party," as we have before told the 
Doctor, does not rightly belong to the Church. And as the 
phrases, — "those approximating to Romanism," and, quasi pur- 
gatory," are mere embellishments, designed only for effect — a 
sort of catch for the weak and ignorant, and are here altogeth- 
er out of place, they might as well have been omitted. Di- 
vested of these unseemly words and- phrases, and made to read 
thus, — "high churchmen do, to a man, advocate an intermediate 
PLACE of souls not perfect in holiness," this sentence is in har- 
mony with the first, and speaks a wholesome and undoubted 
truth, as set forth by the joint consent of **the ancient and sound 
fathers" of the English Church, and **the Compeers of other 
Churches." 

As the Doctor seems to have a good deal of trouble with the 
phrase, — "notperfect in holiness;" as he cannot understand any 
thing like degrees in perfection, nor yet discern the immeasu- 
rable difference between tjie condition of a righteous soul, one 
part of man, while separated from the body, and resting in 
Paradise, free from sin and sorrow, and its condition, after its 
reunion with the body, and when the whole man shall be ad- 
vanced to his glorified state in heaven, we will briefly state for 
his special edification and comfort, that high churchmen, when 
they say the soul, in its intermediate state or place, "is not per- 
fect in holiness," do not say, nor suppose that it goes into that 
state or place, with sin and depravity still adhering to it," or that 
it carries with it there any "venial sins," as the Doctor, with 
his accustomed * regard to truth, has so positively asserted.* — 
What they believe, and what they say, is, that wherever may 
be the intermediate place ; whatever may be the condition of 
the soul in that place, or however perfect may be its knowledge, 
its holiness or its happiness, it is yet, during this state of sepa- 
ration and divorce from the body, and while but a part of man 
exists, still imperfeet, when compared with what will be its con- 
dition, the extent of its knowledge, its holiness and its happiness, 
after the resurrection, and its reunion with the glorified body, 
and when the whole man shall agiain exist in heaven. 

That Doctor Brownlee, in asserting that " the anfeient and 
sound fathers of the English Church do, to a man, believe as do 

♦Chris. Intel. Dec. 7th, 1839. No. I. 
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the compeers of other churches," has» by accident, declared an 
unquestionable truth, Mr. S. in the appendix to his sermon, has 
very clearly proved. Ho has there made large quotations, — 
quotations too, thankfully received by the Doctor, from the most 
distinguished of those compeers, — that is, from Doddridge, 
Campbell, Watts, and Macknight, Presbyterians ; Knapp, Lu- 
theran; Dwight, Congregationalist ; and Wesley and Clark, 
Methodists; — all believing on this subject, as do "the ancient 
and sound fathers of the English Church." But while* the 
Doctor accepts qf these " quotations," it must be remembered, 
that it is with the same limitation that he accepted those from 
the "best fathers, and leading divines of the Episcopal Church 
of the good old way;"— -that is, he accepts of them, no farther 
than these authors are * consistent with themselves,' or in other 
words, agree with him. This is the absolute, unyielding con- 
dition on which any one, whether father, or compeer, can ex- 
pect the Doctor's favor. Hence it is, we suppose, that he has 
pasisod over unnoticed, Macknight, Knapp and Wesley. These 
compeers will say place, and therefore must have their place 
with high churchmen. And eyen the others, though condi- 
tionally-honored vyith the smiles of the Doctor's countenance, 
must ultimately, we apprehend, share the same fate. As, how- 
ever, the Doctor claims those, as on " his side," though for the 
life of us, we cannot see for what reason, it will be necessary to 
re-eximine also iheir tesUmony. And here we regret that we 
cannot be as brief as the Doctor. But we have not yet learned 
his short hand method of dealing with writers; nor yet have 
wti his magic skill in making them agree with us. Besides, 
it takes more words to refute an untruth, than it does to tell it. 
We will, however, be as brief as possible. 
Doctor Brown lee ^ays* 

" Doctor Adam Clarke, on Cor. XII. 7, calls it the place of the blessed, or 
the siaJ^ of separate spirits." 

This is all the Doctor gives us from Doct. Clarke; apd some 
may wonder, whose wondering powers are not exhausted, why 
he has given us so much. Doctor Clarke say pla.ce ; and 
yet Doct. B. claim him as a compeer, on his side ! Even so. 
But it so happens, that while Mr. S. has a quotation of about 
half a page from Doct. Clarke, where he advocates strongly an 
intermediate place, and says "that Hell or Hades is the place 
of separate spirits," and " Hades has their spirits," he has not 
given a w^brd from this writer on this passage from the Corm- 
thians. So we must, in return, "thank" the Doctor, "for help- 
ing our cause," by giving us this further proof, that Doct. 
Clarke maintains an intermediate place. The following pa9* 

♦Chris. Intel. Dec. 21st, 1839— No III. 
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iage, as quoted by Mr. Sv from this writer, is so Catholic that we 
cannot resist the temptation to repeat it. Doctor Clarke, com- 
menting on Heb. XL 40, says, 

" Believers before the flood, after the flood, under the law, and since the 
law, make but one Church. The gospel dispensation is the last, and the 
Church cannot be considered as complete, till the believers under all dispen- 
sations are gathered together. As the gospel is the last dispensation, the 
' preceding believers cannot be consummated even in glory till the gospel 
church arrive in the Heaven of heavens.'* 

The next compeer is Doctor Dwight, from whom Mr. S. has 
a quotation of about half a page. But Doct. B. says,* " it is 
nothing to his purpose," and further, that " it is a garbled and 
unfair quotation." And then, after giving these two lines and a 
half from Doct. D wight — 

' What ever may be true concerning an intermediate place of existence, 
there can, I apprehend, be no reasonable doubt concerning an intermediate 
state,' Doct. fe. says,"" This is precisely our doctrine." 

Having learned how to appreciate the value of the Doctor^s 
assertions; and knowing how his righteous indignation kindles 
against every thing like unfairness, and especially when it as- 
sumes the garbling form, we looked into the truth of this' charge 
against Mr. S. and we feel bound to say, the charge is altogether 
unfounded. Mr. S. has done no injustice to either the- Ian* 
guage or the sentiments of that writer. But let us see who has 
misrepresented Doct. Dwight, and given sii unfair account of 
hiis opinions. That distinguished wriler had been discoursing, 
towards the close of this sermon,!" upon the difference of opin- 
ion among divines, "concerning the places tiiiere ike dead rende, 
between their departure from this wo rl^^ and the fina) judgment;" 
and on this subject, says, " I am obliged to confess myself not 
altogether satisfied." Doct. Dwight not altog-erher satisfied con* 
cerning the places where the dead reside, &c. : and yet, "this is 
precisely our doctrine!" And is it true, after all, that Doct. B. is 
not yet himself "altogether satisfied" concerning the places wheire 
reside the dead, between their departure from this world, and 
the final judgment? Verily, the Doctor is a very fair man ! 
Unable to satisfy himself, " concerning the place where reside 
the dead," Doct. Dwight goes on to say, that, 

" Whatever may be true concerning an interme Uate place of existence, 
there can, I apprehend, be no doubt concerning an intermediate state." 

And from this part of the sermon, Mr. S. made his quotation^ 
which consists of three short extracts, and does, as it seems to 

♦See Chris. Intel. Dec. 4tb, 1839. No. III. 
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us, abundantly sustain his position — " that the souls of the 
righteous do not go, at death, immediately into heaven." And 
be it remembered, this was the point, and the only point, these 
extracts were designed to prove. Mr. S. having not then attend- 
ed to the physics of this matter, was probably ignorant of 
the fact, that any created thing could have being, without being 
in some place. The following, one of these extracts, is all, that 
it is necessary to repeat. 

" The state in which Lazarus was placed, is denoted elsewhere by the 
word Paradise. ' To-day,' said the Sfiviour to the thief on the cross, ^thoa 
shalt be with me in Paradise.' But we know from our Sayiour's own dec- 
laration, that, when^he gaye up the ghost on the cross, his spirit went, not 
to hell, but to Hades, or Sheol/' 

Now as Paradise, Hades and Sheol, all meaning one and (he 
same thing, must denote some place ; as this place, according to 
Doct. EKvigbt, is "not hellj" and as we cannot suppose, what 
he seemed to think hardly a supposable case, that any one in 
his sober senses, wil) contend that Hades or Sheol means 
heaven, we do think Doct. Dwight has, notwithstanding all his 
difficulties, pretty clearly proved an intermediate place. At any 
rate, if Doct. D. was not "altogether satisfied," the following 
sentence very plainly indicates which way he leaned. 

"The thief, therefore, went to the state, which is denoted by this word : 
[Hades,] and 910^ to that which is denoted by heaven j unless this word is 
supposed to include heayen." 

But, we repeat, the purpose for which Doctor Dwight was 
quoted, was to show that he did not hold the doctrine "that 
saints go, at death, immediately into heaven, the kingdom of 
glory." On this point, hear him again, and in this latter part 
of the s^me sermon. Commenting on Heb. XI. 39, 40, 

" St. Paul says of the ancient saints, and these all, having obtained a good 
report through faith, received not the promise: God having provided some 
better thing for us, that they without v^ shotUd not be rnade perfect. The 
promise here denotes, I apprehend, the good or reward .promised to faith 
and obedience, in its full extent. This g^ood, the ancient saints are here de- 
clared not to have received, in this extensive manner: something better be- 
ing reserved for christians under the gpapel, in which they are to share, 
together with those, who have gone before them, when they shall be gathered 
iiUo the Divine Kingdom, and the state of perfection shall finally arrive." 

According to Doct. Dwight, then, the ancient saints are not 
yet gathered into the Divine Kingdom: nor has the state of 
perfection yet arrived. He goes on — 

" In accordance with these observations, Christ informs us. that the 
riehteous will possess the Kingdom prepared for them from the fouiidation 
of the world} and the wicked depart into everlasting fire, prewired for the 
devil and his angels, not before, but after, the general juogement. St. 
John also, in the $X)th and 31 st chapters of the Apocalypse, teaphes us, that 
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the wicked will be cast into the lake of fire ; and that the state of ^lory 
destined for the enjoyment of the righteous, and denoted by his vision of 
the New Jerusalem, will commence j after the judgment is finished." 

It is the doctrine of Doct. Dwight, then, that the righteous 
will possess the kingdom prepared for them, and the wicked 
depart into everlasting fire, not before, but after, the gen- 
eral judgment ; and the state of glory destined for the righteous, 
and denoted by the New Jerusalem, will commence, after 
the judgment is finished. Does this look like sending 
souls, at death, immediately into heaven 1 An4 if, as Doctor 
Brownlee says, " this is precisely our doctrine," we do wonder 
what he would be at, in this, his long review. 

The next compeer is Doct. Watts, from whom Mr. S. has a 
quotation of about half a page ; and out of which, or rather, 
about which, the Doct. has manufactured — all entirely new — 
one line and a half, and, at least, one whole large untruth ; and, 
to make it more apparent, as well as niore emphatic, he has 
printed it in italics. Doct. Brownlee sayS,* % 

" Doct. Watts also makes Paradise a state, not diplace^ in w^hich saints 
are happy." 

Now let Doct. W. speak for himself,t and in this very quota- 
tion too, made by Mr. S. and which Doctor B. had before him. 

" The tise of the word Paradise ip scripture, and amongst ancient wri- 
ters, Jewish and Christian, is to signify^ the happiness of holy soulb in a 
leparate state. And our Saviour, entering into that state, at his death, de- 
elared to the dying penitent, that he should be with him there immediately. 
It is certain that by the word Paradise, St. Paul means the place of happy 
spirits, into which he was transported; 2 Cor. XII: 4. And this sense is 
very accommodate, and proper to this iexpression of our Saviour, and to the 
prayer of tha penitent thief, and it is as suitable to the design of hrist in 
his Epistle to the church of Ephiesus ; Rev. II : 7. The tree of life in the 
midst of the Paradise of God, which are the only three places where the 
New Testament uses the word. The same writer says further, Grotius, 
in his notes on Luke XXIII: 43, mentions the hearty and serious wish of 
the Jews, concerning their friends who are dead, in the language of the 
Talmudical writers, " Let his soul be gathered to the garden of Eden" And 
"Lei him have his portion in Paradise ^ and also in the world to come ;" he 
says, by this last phrase — the wotld to come, " they mean the state of the 
resurrection, and plainM/ distinguish vt from their immediate entrance into 
Eden or Paradise at the hour of death." 

Doct. Brownlee, then, asserting positively, that Doct. Watts 
does not make Paradise a jilace, while Doct. Watts himself evi- 
dently distinguishes it from the world to come, and says it is 
certain, that, by the word Paradise, St. Paul means the place 
of happy spirits, it follows, that Doct. B. has falsified — and 
when it is considered. that the above quotation was before him, 
we must say, deliberately falsified Doct. Watts. 

♦See Chris. Intel. Dec. 2lst, 1539. JSTo. III. 
tEssay on Separate Sute. Lee. III. 
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The next compeer is Doct. Doddridge, from whom Mr. S. 
has three quotations, making in all something more than a page. 
From one of these quotations Dr. B. has made out nearly two 
lines. Here they are:* 

" Doddridge is not quite decisive on either side. Yet we accept this 
quotation, — 'thou shall be with me in Paradise, the abode of happy saints 
When separate from the body.' " 

That it may be seen, in what manner the Doctor accepts of 
quotations, as also, to give further proof, how seriously and con- 
scientiously he deprecates and eschews every thing like unfair- 
ness and garbling, we will give that part of the passage, quoted 
by Mr. S. and from which the Doctor has made his two line 
extract. Paraphrasing the language of our Lord to the peni- 
tent thief, Doct. Doddridge says.f 

** Verily, I say unto thee, and solemnly assure thee of it as a most certain 
truth, that this very day thou shall be with me in Paradise, sharing the 
entertainment of that garden of Grod, the abode of happy saints when sepa- 
rate from the body." 

Now, by comparing this with the Doctor's two lines, it will 
be seen, that he has omitted the beginning and the middle of the 
quotation. Perhaps the Doctor thought that,— sAariw^ the 
entertainment of that garden of God, together with the word 
abode, sounded rather too much like a place ; and perhaps, the 
strong language. Verily, I assure you of a most certain truths 
might look a little too much like being decisive to suit the Doc- 
tor's taste. Doct. Brownlee certainly evinces wonderful skill, 
in his management of authors; and we feel confident that no 
one need scruple to award to him the merit — the very highest 
degree of " merit of originality," at least, in his mode of "ac- 
cepting quotations." 

But there is one compeer more, and that is Dr. Campbell^ 
who has written a most able Dissertation on the two Greek 
words. Hades, and Cfehenna, and in which he proves most con- 
clusively, that Hades, as used in Scripture, does not mean hell^ 
the place of torment, but Paradise ; and th^t Paradise is not 
Heaven,! Prom this Dissertation Mr. S. has quoted largely, in 
all, nearly three pages. But let us fiist hear what the Doctor 
says of this distinguished writer: ^ 

" Doct. Campbell is also pressed in by the hiffh church opposition. But 
he is on our siae, so fat dskeis consistent with nimself. [The italics are the 
Doctor's.] Here are his words :— * There is, in a lower degree, a reward of 
the rigtHteous, and a punishment of the wicked in a state,' — he does not' say 
place) * in a state intervening between death and the resurrection.' Again : 
'^The Apostle Paul speaks of souls as admitted to enjoyment in the presence 
of Ood immediately after death.* '' 

•8ee Chris Intel. Dec 91st, 1839, No. III. tFamily Expositor. 
{Bes Pre. Dis. VI. part 3. fSee Chris. Inttl. D«6. Slst, 1639. No. m. 
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The above, furnished by any other than Doct. Browniee, 
would be an extraordinary quotation ; but coming from him, it 
is only a very common one. In connection with the first three 
lines from Doct. Campbell, and but part of a sentence, he has 
given us, at least, three palpable untruths. ** Doct. Campbell 
has been pressed in" — " He is on our side" — " He does not say 
place." We shall notice but the last. This — "He does not 
say place," is a monstrous untruth ; and, fortified as it is, on 
both sides, by the word state, in Capitals, it would, but for its 
frequent appearance, be a Capital untruth ; nor can the Doctor's 
very modest and favorite artifice, of maki^jg all writers incon- 
sistent, who do not agree with him, have any other afibct than 
to prove it a deliberate one. Doct. Campell does say 'place. 
His whole argument is for place. Nor can you make him in- 
consistent but by denying that he says place, and that he means 
place. But let Doct. Campbell speak for himself:* 

"The word hades implies properly neither hell nor the ffrave, but the 
PLACE or state of departed souls." Again. " Heaven and Eiades are com- 
monly set in opposition to each other; the one is conceived to be the highest 
object, the other the lowest." Again. " When our Saviour said to the peni- 
tent thief upon the cross, To-day thou shalt be with me in Paradise; he said 
nothing that contradicts what is affiritied by his descent into Hades, in the 
Psalms, in the Acts, or in the Apostles' Creed. Paradise is another name 
for what is, in th=i parable, called Abraham's bosom.'' Artd again. " The 
rich man and Lazarus were both in Hades, though in very different situar 
tions. The latter in the mansions of the happy, and the former in those of 
the wicked." 

In short, Doct. Campbells not only calls the residence of the 
soul in the intermediate state, a place, but he denotes it by 
almost every word that is expressive of place : such as Hades^ 
Paradise, AhrahatrCs bosom, the situation of the place of departs 
ed spirits, the abode of souls departed, and others, the like, too 
numerous to be named. But we must say a word about the 
last two lines of the Doctor*s quotation from Campbell, respect- 
ing what " the. Apostle Paul spake." Not to intimate that those 
lines do not express our sentiments, and the sentiments uniform- 
ly held by Mr. S. but to give another illustration, as well of the 
aptness of the Doctor^s quotations, as of bis invincible abhor- 
rence of all unfairness and garbling. These two lines are not 
to be found as indicated by the Doctor's reference, but in that 
part of CampbelJ^s Dissertation, in which, he is combatting the 
opinions of Dr. Law, and other soul sleepers, who deny an 
intermediate state, and maintain that all between death and the 
resurrection is an oblivion. 

Reasoning strongly against this erroneous and uncomfortable 
notion, aad rebuking *' the metaphysical distinction introduced 
between absolute and relative time," Doct. Campbell says, 

«Pn. Di0. VLPartn. 
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** The Apostle Paul, they are sensible, speaks of the spirits as 
admitted to enjoyment in the presence of God, immediately after 
death." This, it will be seen, differs a little from the poctor's 
two lines. He has substituted souls for saints, and the words — 
"they are sensible," here very important, he has altogether 
omitted. Doctor B. therefore, has entirely missed the argu- 
ment of Campbell in this matter, and wrested his language to a 
purpose never designed by its author, and to which, he is obvi- 
ously and decidedly opposed. It would seem then that Doct. 
Campbell needs not to be *' pressed irH^ to the advocacy of an 
intermediate place, but comes in boldly, and like a man, and 
puts himself — not on the Doctor's side^ but in the first rank 
of " the high church opposition." 

Thus we see, that Doct. Brownlee is equally unfortunate with 
his " compeers of other churches," as with his ** ancient and 
sound fathers of the venerable English Church.". He has not 
one left. Instead of being all manifestly with him, they are all 
manifestly against him. And hence, as those compeers all be 
lieve with the ancient and sound fathers, as those fathers do with 
high churchmen, — we see not but tl^ey must all share the high 
churchman*s fate. They are all "proximating towards Ro- 
manism, and do all, to a man, advocate this quasi purgatory of 
an intermediate place. Doct. Brownlee stands alone in his 
greatness. He only is right. Every body else, fathers, com- 
peers, and all, "are in a wrong position, and have all fallen 
and floundered into an argument befitting, this false position." 

We would here gladly close our notice of this pkrt of the 
Doctor's review, as we have an inexpressible longirigf to have 
done with this disagreeable task of exposing misrepresentations, 
and of detecting and pointing out untruchs. There is, however, 
one modern writer more, whom, the Doctor has contrived to 
place,' if not in a " wrong position," at least, in a wrong con- 
nection. We could, however, easily excuse the Doctor for 
placing this writer in a wrong connection, — especially as it is 
so respectable, had he not labored to make him spe^k wrong 
sentiments. But it will not do. Parkhurst will rtot go with 
the Doctor. He much prefers the company of " the ancient 
and sound fathers" and the compeers of other churches." Doct. 
B. makes Parkhurst say,* 

" Paradise is, in the New Testament, applied to the state of faithful souls 
between death and the resurrection, where they are admitted to immediate 
communion with God in Christ, &c." 

Let US now see what Parkhurst himself says, as quoted by 
Mr. S. and let it be remembered that this is the first quotation, 
which the Doctor accepts. 

♦See Chris. Intel. Dec. Slit, 1839. No. III. 
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^* Paradise is, without controversy, an oriental word. The Greeks W- 
Vowed it from the Persians, among whom it signified, a garden, a park, or 

enclosure full of all the valuable productions of the earth Paradise is 

in the New Testament, applied to the state of faithful souls between death 
and the resurrection, where, like Adam in Eden, they were admitted to 
immediate communion with God in Christ, or to a participation of the true 
TVee i^Life, wMth is in the midst of the Paradise of God. And the Jews 
likewise use Paradise and the Garden Eden, for the intermediate state of 
holy departed souls." 

Now by comparing this with the Doctor's extract from it, it 
will be seen that, in carrying out, and further illustrating his 
holy indignation against all unfairness, mutilation and garbling, 
he has omitted the first and last sentences of this quotation en- 
tirely, and also all that part of the iother sentence, marked by 
italics ! Does not the Doctor stand alone % Is he not " unique 
and matchless" in his skill in making writers agree with him? 
But Mr. S. has this further quotatioti from Parkhurst, " who 
renders Hades by ihe English words * obscure, dark, invisibloi' 
and gives as its meaning in holy scripture, * the invisible place 
or state of departed souls, the unseen world of separate spirits.' " 
l^his quotation, however, the Doctor has not deigned to notice. 

As this seems to be the most natural place, it may not be 
amiss, before leaving altogether the modem fathers, to give the 
following extract* from Calvin, whose opinions, in certain quar- 
ters, may have weight. 

" The blessed assemblage of holy spirits, being; called the bosom of Abra- 
ham, teaches us that it is enough ior us at ^he close of this pilgrima^ to be 
received by the common father of the faithful, and to participate with him 
in the fruits of his faith. In the meanwhile, as the scripture uniformly com- 
mands us to look forward with eager exjDectation to the coming of Christ, 
and defers the crown of glory which awaits us till that period, let us be con- 
tent within those limits which God preambes to us^that the souls of pious 
men, after finishing their laborious warfare, depart into a state of blessed 
rest, where they wait with joy arid uleasure fof the fruition of the promised 
glory; and so, that all things remniTi in iiLspense tiU Cijrist appears as the 
Redeemer. And there is no doabt that the condition of the reprobate id the 
same as Jude assig;ns to the deviL^, who are tM>Mfin€d and bound in chains 
till they are brought forth to tho punielunent to which tlwy are doomed." 

Now all this looks very little like sending souls, at deathj 
immediately to heaven or hell. But we must confess, that Cal^ 
vin seems to leave the matter rather too doubtful. We can 
hardly admit, that after death, and in the intermediate state and 
k*LACE, there will be any thing like suspense. 

We are now through with the modem fathers, and the com- 
peers of other churches, and must take a moment to breathe» 
before we encounter the Doctor's brilliant, catholic and chris^ 
tian-like account of the ancient Fathers. 

We have, in the foregoing, avoided, its much aS possible, any 
4ireet discussion on the subject of an intermediate place, and 

^Institutes Book, III. Chap. xxx. Sec. 6. 
6 
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confined ourselves, with the exception of Calvin, to those authors, 
quoted hy Mr. S. in his sermon, and which Doct. Brownlee 
claims, as on his side. Our object has been simply to examine 
the Doctor'e own chosen witnesses. And in doing this, we 
have, if not greatly deceived, proved that the Doctor has grossly 
misrepresented, and deliberately falsified • both Fathers and 
compeers, and therefore stands decidedly and manifestly opposed 
to them all. 



Dr. Brownlee vs. The Ancient Fathers. 



We must here again beg that it may be distinctly understood 
that, as with the modern, so with the ancient Fathers, we design 
not to enter at all into their merits, much less, to discuss, with 
the Doctor, the consisXency of their views, in relation to an in- 
termediate PLACE. Our object is, not to prove the ancient Fath- 
ers right or wrong, but simply to show that, whether right or 
wrong, the Do<;tor is equally opposed to them. Nor can we 
refrain from again expressing our thanks to the Doctor for en- 
abling us to give, so briefly and satisfactorily, the proof of this 
&ct. By the summary — not to say christian and scholar like 
manner, in which he has disposed of these ancient worthies, he 
has made our task under this head, both short and easy. 

Mr. S. in his sermon and appendix, has given^ as cited by 
Bp. Bull, Doct. Whitby, Doct. Wall, Archbishop Magee, Sir 
Peter King, Doct. Campbell, Doct. Macknight, and others, the 
opinions of some of the principal Fathers of the first, second, 
third and fourth centuries ; and which, duly to exhibit the Doc- 
tor's antagonistic propensities^ it will be necessary in part to 
repeat. 

"St. Clement says^ — 'All the generations from Adam to this day, are past 
and gone ; but they that have finished their course in Christ, according to 
the ferace of Chxi^^ possess (he region of the godly ^ who shall be manifb^ted 
in the visitation of the kingdom of Christ.' 

Justin Martyr says,. *That the souls of the godly (after death till the res- 
urrection) remain in a certain better region^ and unrighteous and wicked 
souls in an evil one : aiad the opinion that souls are received up into heaven 
immediately after death, he condemns as a Gnostic error J 

Irenaeus says, — 'Our Saviour observed in himself the law of dead personS) 
' and did not presently after death go to heaven, but staid three days in the 
PLACE of the dead.' Again, 'Whenas then our Lord went into the midst of 
the shadow of death, where the souls of deceased persons abode ; and then 
afterwards rose again in the body,, and was after his resurrection taken up 
into heaven *, it is plain that the souls of his discif)les, for whose sake the 
Lord did those things, shall go likewise to that invisible place appointed to 
them by God, and there abide till the resurrection, waging for the time there- 
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of: and afterward rcoeivinff their bodies, andprising againperfectly, i. e. in 
their bodies, as our Lord did, shall so come to the sight of Grod.' 

TertuUian says, 'Heaveo is not yet open to any, the earth, or hell being 
yet shut, but that at the end of the world, the kingdom of heaven shall be 
unlocked.' Again, 'All such are in hell, [hades] tnat there are both pun- 
ishments and rewards, that buth Dives and Lazarus are there, that the soul 
is both punished and comforted in hell, in expectation of the future judg- 
ment.' 

Novatian says, — Those places which lie under the earth, are not empty 
of distinguished and ordered powers ; for that is the place whither the 
souls both of the godly and the ungodly are led, receiving the forejudgment 
of their future doom.' 

Lactantius says, — 'None should think, that souls were immediately judg- 
ed after death ; for they are all detained in one common custody, till the 
time shall come, when the greatest judge shall examine their respective mer- 
its.' 

Hillary says, — *It is the necessary law of nature, that bodies should be 
buried, and tnat souls should descend into hell, where they are reserved for 
an entrance into the heavenly kingdom by the custody of the Lord, to wit, 
in the bosom of Abraham, unto which a great gulph hinders the wicked 
from approaching.' 

St. Jerome — 'Puts this difference between death and hell, — that death is . 
the separation of body and soul, but hell the place in which souls are reser- 
ved, either in happiness or misery, according to the quality of their merits.' 

St. Austin says — 'The time which is interposed between a man's death, 
and the last resurrection, containeth souls in hidden receptacles j according 
as every one is worthy of rest or labour.' " 

Such seem to have been the uniform sentiments of the an- 
cient Fathers respecting the situation of souls departed. Let 
us now see what Doct. Brow:nlee has to say of those Fathers, 
and of those who appeal to them. We hardly need ask our 
readers to mark his strikingly characteristic language.* 

" They [high churchmen] appeal to the primitive christian fathers in 
favor of their novel doctrine. Now, no sober and discreet man, who is even 
very partially acquainted with those fathers, would venture such an appeal." 

Is it indeed so ? Not to mention others, were Doct. Mac- 
knight, Doct. Campbell, Archbishop Magee, Doct. Wall, Doct. 
Whitby, and even Bp. Bull, whom the Doctor had just now upon 
hie shoulders, bearing off in triumph ; — were all these fathers 
and compeers not " even very partially acquainted with the an- 
cient primitive fathers?" And were all these unsoher and indis- 
creet men 1 Truly, to borrow one of the Doctor's favorite epi- 
thets, this looks "monstrously" modest. But why are the prim- 
itive fathers to be thus discredited and condemned? Do they 
also want unanimous consent with themselves, in their own 
writings ? And are they too, inconsistent, because they no not 
agree with Doct. Browalee i This, surely, can to him be no 
objection, on his own showing. Hear what he says,* 

" Gmvely speakiue, we think we could undertake to protaany doctrine 
from the fathers ; "tid then^ from the same fathers, prove directly the reverse 
of it." / ' 

♦ChrU. Intel. Dec. 14lh, 1839. No. III. 



Digiti 



ized by Google 



44 

And, judging from our experience, we have not a dovibt that» 
in such an undertaking, he would be completely successful. 
Lest, however, there might be some wicked enough to question 
the Doctor's influence over the fathers, thus to make them say 
what he pleases, he proceeds to illustrate his tremendous power 
Qver them, by the following ingenious and conclusive ratiocina- 
tion. As the argument is somewhat peculiar, as well as pro- 
found, we give it at length.* 

" First, the works of the fathers have been corrupted by the monks of the 
dark ages ; and many additions foisted into them. Second. Their writings 
exhibit the ^adual approach of these fathers from error to truth ; and from 
truth again into error. They are a kind of barometer to mark the rising 
and depressions of their minds. They are ^ diary, in which they enter their 

{)rogress in opinions ; their speculation and faith, from their youth to intel- 
ectual manhood ; from the manhood of the mind to their dotage. We have 
a striking instance of this in the two hug;e folios of the father of the Friends, . 
William Penn. In the beginning of his 1700 pages folio, he is at first, 
nothing ; he gradually seeips somewhat Calvinish ; then he is an Armenian ; 
anon, he is Pelagian ; then Arian ; then Sabellian." 

Now as there is some little interval between the first three or 
four centuries, and the seventeenth, as well as some small dif- 
ference between the circumstances of the ^ father of the Friends," 
and those of the primitive chijrch.at is possible, that some may 
not be able to discover the pertinence and force of this sort of 
proof; or see why the primitive fathers should be condemned, 
because William Penn began his revofving creed, a nonentity, 
and ended it in something, if not less, yet worse than a nonentity; 
and as we do not feel ourselves competent to a full explanation, 
we can but recommend to those who have doubts in the matter, 
to appeal to the Doctor, himself, who, we vouch for it, will un- 
dertake to make all satisfactory, and prove that William Penn 
was not only one of the " best fathers," but also, if needful, one 
of the primitive fathers. 

Doct. Brovvnlee then, by his own statement, is manifestly 
against the ancient fathers. 

But lest this should be insufficient to satisfy all, or even the 
Doctor himself, we will give a few instances, in proof of his 
assertion, that he can, not only undertake, but really succeed, in 
■proving any doctrine, lie pleases, from the fathers. Por, not- 
withstanding, " no sober or dis,creet man- who is even very par- 
tially acquainted with those fathers, would venture an appeal to 
them !" Yet the Doctor says : 

" I will select a few specimens of the best of them." 

He then gives the names — ^but little more, and pven less„ 
would have been better, of some four or five fathers ;— just enough 
|o make out his barometer, and among which, he has succeede4^ 

♦See Chris. Intel. Dec. 2l8t. 1839. No. III. 
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in getting one of those cited by Mr. S. This one, however, is 
the very last on his list, and lived at the end of the fourth, and 
beginning of the fifth century. Of this on^, the Doctor gives 
this brief account.* 

" St. Augustine says, — We own a iieaven and a hell ; besides these we 
)£Dow of no middle place." 

Now as the Doctor has not seen fit to explain to us, what St, 
Augustine, or Austin, understood by the v\rord hell, his quota- 
tion, even admitting it to be all perfectly fair, does in no way 
contradict the declaration of this father, as cited by Mr. S. from 
King, and which has already been adduced. Turning, however, 
to that writer, for we have not - the works of St. Austin before 
us, we find another quotation from this Father, which seems to 
settle pretty clearly, if not his meaning of the word hell, at least 
his belief that souls do not go, at death, immediately to heaven. 
It is as follows : 

" Whether Abraham was in some parts of hell, I cannot well define ; for 
Christ was not yet come to hell, that he might deliver from t'hence the souls 
of precedent saints; it is probable that there were two hells, divided by the 
great gulf; in one whereof, the souls of the just were at peace, whilst in the 
other, the souls of the wicked were tormented." 

The Doctor has also the name of Ignatius, of whom he says,* 

"Ignatius, in his epistle to the Magnesians, speaks 'of Aiture happiness 
and misery :'-r-'a state of life, and a state of death,' without the slightest 
allusion to a middle place." 

Now what we suspected from the positive tone of this quota- 
tion, we find to be true. The Doctor has been here agam es- 
saying his magic power ; and as it will be seen, with most mar- 
vellous success. Had he quoted the whole sentence entire — 
less than three lines, we could have easily believed that he 
had altogether misapprehended this father's language, and he 
might have had the benefit of, at least, the plea of "inexcusable 
ignorance ;" as it is, he has cut himself off from even this ad- 
vantage. The whole sentence runs thus,t 

"Seeing then all things have an end, there are these two indifferently set 
before us, death and life ; and every one shall depart unto his proper place." 

This it will be seen, differs very materially fiom the Doctor's 
quotation. He says, — Ignatius speaks *of future happiness and 
misery,' and marks these words as a quotation. Now it so hap- 
pens, that neither this phrase, nor yet one of the words contain- 
ed in it, save the conjunction and, are to be found in this whole 
Epistle of Ignatius ! The Doctor has also marked as a quota- 
tion — 'a state of life, and a state of death :' and it again so hap- 
pens, that this word state is not even used in this Epistle. Nor 

tChrif. Intel. Dec. 14th, 1839, No 2, tApos. Fathers, Epis. to Mag. 
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is this all : — it will be seen that the last clause of this sentence, 
•every one shall depart unto his profer placCy the Doctor has 
omitted entirely, and in its stead, has put this whole untruth, 
'without the slightest allusion to a middle 'place P Who now 
will question the Doctor's assertion, "that he can undertake to 
prove any doctrine from the fathers V^ 

The last of the Doctor's " best fathers," that we can particu- 
larly notice, is Poly carp. He has given us the name of this 
Falner, and told us— how truly we shall see, what he did, aod 
what he did not.* 

" Polycarp wrote on the resurrection ; and Athenagoras composed a trea- 
tise on the same subject. Yet neither of them allude either to a purgatory, 
or a middle place.'^ 

With regard to Athenagoras, we will simply state, that we 
have read of his " discourse of the resurrection," though we 
have never seen it ; nor have we at hand any thing, beyond the 
usual accuracy of the Doctor's statements — rather uncertain 
data, to enable us to judge of the correctness of his account of 
it; but that there existed a work of Polycarp, on this subject, 
we must confess, was news to us ! And we do wonder where 
the Doctor obtained the knowledge of this fact. If from * Edgar,' 
we would barely suggest to him, the importance of a little cau- 
tion, as that writer can tell some monstrous stories about popery, 
and like some others, we fear, is not always safely to be trusted. 
There is, however, one letter of Polycarp, his Epistle to the 
Philippians, which is acknowledged by all to be genuine. In 
this Epistle, Polycarp says : 

" Whereupon I exhort all of you, that ye obey the word of righteousness, 
and exercise also patience; which ye have seen set forth before your eyes, 
not only in the blessed Ignatius-, and 2^zimus, ond Rufus, but in others 
among yourselves ; and in Paul himself, and the rest of the Apostles : bein^ 
confident of this, that all those have not run in vain, but in faith and 
righteousness, and are gone to the place that was due to them from the Lord / 
wUh whom also they suffered.'' 

Now it does seem to us that, in this passage, there is some- 
thing more than mere '' allusiori}^ to an intermediate place. But 
that the Doctor may see, and if possible be convinced, that he 
has, " with inexcusable ignoranc^," misrepresented this Father, 
we commend to his notice the following passage from his par- 
ticular friend, Bp. Bull. 

In his first sermon upon the words, Acts 1. 25, That he might 
go to his own place, Bp. Bull says, 

" That to go to OTU^s own place, or to on/e^s due or appointed place, was a 
known received phrase in the Apostolic aee, to signifya man's going presr- 
ently after death, into Im j^oper place and state, either of happiness or mi«- 
.ery, according to the life which he had before lived. Polycarp in his Epis* 

♦Chris. Intel. Dec. 14tb, 1839. No. II. 
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tie to the PhilippianS) towards the end of it, speaking of the Apottles and 
other martyrs of that age, saith, — * that they are wUh the Lordj in their due 
place.^ " 

Thus much for the Doctor's " few selected specimens of some 
of the best primitive fathers ;" and the evidence of his power 
and skill "to prove from them any doctrine" he pleases. 

Let us now see what he has to say about the rest of the an- 
cient fathers. And here, had we the Doctor's skill in construct- 
ing barometers, we think we could make out from his review a 
pretty certain index of the "risings and depressions of his own 
mind ;" though unfortunately marking a much less elevation 
than the writings of the fathers. The risings here indicated are 
small, and " far between," while the depressions are great and 
almost constant. Indeed truth and the Doctor seem to be antag- 
onistic to each other. They are always in different scales, and 
so invariably do we find that all the writers, cited by him, 
whether ancient or modern, speak, in his hands, a doctrine, the 
reverse of what they inculcate, when allowed to speak freely 
and for themselves, that it has become a settled rule with us to 
conclude that, whenever the Doctor claims an author on his 
side, he is certainly against him. We can account for this only 
on the principle of the Doctor's belligerent propensities, and of 
the consciousness of his power and will to make any author 
say what he pleases. But to proceed : The Doctor says,* 

"The other fathers who taught a middle place, did all of them teach that 
that place was a place of purgation from^ins. This opinion was introdu- 
ced by them fVom pagan writers. And in course of time it originated the 
monstrous fiction of purgatory. Even the best of these feathers, such as 

Augustine and Ambrose, prayed for the dead who were in heaven 

Nay, what seems almost incredible, such fathers as Cyril, Chrysosten, Au- 

fustine, did not only pray for the saints in heaven, they even prayed for the 
domed in hell. . . So monstrously have these father's works been corrupted; 
or, so monstrously Corrupted were their own doctrinal opinions." 

Let us looki for a moment, at a few of the wholesale untruths, 
contained in this "monstrous^^ statement. 

The Doctor says, "The other fathers," that is, St. Clement, Justin Mar- 
tyr, Irenxus, TertuUian, Nbvatian, Lactantius, Hilary, St. Jerome, St. Aus- 
tm, — and we suppose we may now add, Polycarp and Ignatius, — **These 
other fathers, who taught a middle place, did all of them teach that that 
^ place was a place of purgation from sins." 

Now to show how utterly reckless the Doctor is, in his 
assertions, we have only to state that all of the above men* 
tioned fathers, with the exceptign of Hilary, Jerome and 
Austin, lived in the first three centuries • and that during that 
period, the idea of a Romish purgatory did not exist, — yet the 
Doctor asserts roundly that .they **all taught that the middle 
place was a place of purgation from sins :" — That is they taught 

♦Chris. Intel. Dec 14, 1839. NcU. 
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what they nevef knew, or dreamed Of themselves ; and what riO 
One, but the Doctor, ever dreamed of learning from them. As 
we delight to cite Bp. Bull, for whom the Doctor has such pecu- 
liar attachnient, hear what he says on this point, — 

"Indeed a Romish purgatory is of much later date than prayers for the 
dead, and is an invention utterly wnJaiown to ike Catholic Church for three 
kwndred years at least.^* 

As here seems to lie the Doctor's great stumbling block j for 
we verily believe he suffers more from this word purgatory 
here on earth, than any Romanist ever did, or will sufier in 
any place denoted by it under the earth ; and as we wish to cher- 
ish the love and affection he entertains for Bp. Bull, we will for 
the Doctor's special benefit, make a few extracts from the two 
sermons of that distinguished writer on this subject. Bishop 
Bull says, — ^ 

"The true rise and erowth of the doctrine of purgatory, is plainly this.— ^ 
About the middle of the third century, Ori^en, among- other Platonick con- 
ceits of his," — alas, for the Doctor's vagaries about Plato and the Platon- 
ism of the Fathers, "vented this, that all the faithful (the apostles thetnselves 
not excepted) shall 9t the day of Judgment pass through a purgatory fire, 
the fire of the great conflagration, which they shall endure for a longer o^ 
shorter time, according a3 their imperfections require a greater or less purga- 
tion. And in this conceit directly contrary to many expressed texts of 
Scripture, he was followed for the greatness of his name, by some other 
great men in the Church of God. But how different this purgatory is from 
the Roman every man of sense will presently discern. Afterwards about 
the end of the fourth^ or beginning 6f the fifth tentAvr^y St. Austin began to 
doubt, whether this imagined purgation Were not to be made in the interval 
between death and the resurrection, at least as to the souls of the more im- 
perfect christians. . . . Towards the mrfo/" ^Ae^/ZAceniwry, Pope Gregory, 
a man known to be superstitious enough, undertook dogmatically to assert 
the problem, and with might and main set himself to prove it, chiefly from 
the idle stpries of apparitions of souls coming out of purgatory. Fourhur^ 
dred years after ^ Pope John the Eighteenth, or as some say, the Nineteenth, 
instituted a Holy Day, wherein he severely required all men to pray for the 

souls in purgatory At length the Cabal at Florence, in the year 

l439, turned the dream into an Article of Faith, so that now they are damn- 
ed to hell, that will not believe a purgatory." 

We hope this statement of his parficulat favorite, B!p. Bull, 
will satisfy the Doctor that, in his positive assertion, that the 
other Fathers, those who lived in first three hundred years/ 
"who taught a middle place, did all teach that that place was a 
place of purgation from sins," he has either betrayed an "inex- 
cusable ignorance of Church history," or deliberately declared 
a known untruth. 

Equally unfortunate is the Doctor in his next assertion, — that 
"the opinion of a middle place was introduced by them [the 
Fathers] from pagan writers," 

Now the very reverse of what the Doctor here so positively 
asserts, is supposed to be the truth. It is generally acknowt 
edged, we believe, by all intelligent men^ that the religion of 
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the healhen is, for the most part, but a corruption, — a fearful one 
indeed, of divine revelation ; and that most of their rites and 
customs are but imitations, more or less rude, of scriptural insti- 
tutions. With regard to the point here in question, we suppose, 
as stated by Mr. S. in his appendix, that "the heathen nations 
derived their ideas of the place .of departed souls from the an- 
cient Jews." 

Campbell, one of the Doctor's compeers, as cited by Mr. S. 
says, "The Jews did not adopt the pagan fables on this subject." 
And Archbishop Magee, giving the sentiments of Vitringa 
says, according to Mr. S., 

"That this entire region" — the region of departed souls, "was called by 
the Jews Sheol, by the Greeks Hades, and by the Latins Inferi. . That these 
were the notions that commonly prevailed among the Jews, he conceives to 

be fully established by vario\is parts of scripture From the He- 

Isrews, he conceives that this opinion passed to other people, and became 
iAisfigured by various fictions of their respective inventions. Thus the doc- 
trine of the Egyptians respecting Hades, is given in the second book of He- 
rodotus The notion, he says, was variously embellished by the Greek 

poets : and afterwards, being stripped by Plato of much Of its poetic orna- 
ments, was embodied by him in his pliilosophical system. Hence again the 
Latins and nations at l^rge, derivea their pnraseology in speaking of the 
•tateof thedead." ^ 

Whatever influence, therefore, the trul doctrine of an inter- 
mediate place may have had in ^'originating the monstrous fic- 
tion of purgatory,"— all error is but the corruption of some 
truth, wte see that the Doctor^s broad and unqualified assertion, 
**that the opinion of a middle plaee was introduced by the fath- 
ers from pagan writers," is without foundation. The doctrine 
of a middle place, the Fathers derived, not from pagan writers, 
but from the ancient Jewish Scriptures. The Doctor has made 
two other " monstrous" assertions respecting these fathers whicH 
demand a word of notice. 

"EveA the best of these fathers, such as St. Augustine, and Ambrose, 
prayed for ^A€ iiea^i who were in heaven. .... I^ay, what seems almost 
incredible, such fathers as Cyril, Chrysostom, Augustine did not only pray 
Ibr the saints in heaven, they eVen prayed for the ooomed in hell." 

Verily these fathers must have been much given to prayer ; 
and they must moreover have had a most extended charity ! — 
But how does the Doctor make out this most catholic and in- 
credible philanthropy of these ancient fathers ? Why, in the 
siniplest and easiest way possible, — a way too, peculiar to him- 
self. He says so. These fathers believed Hades to be the in- 
visible place of all departed souls, and Paradise to be that re- 
gion of this invisible place allotted exclusively to the righteous. 
But Dpct. B. insists upon it, that these fathers, say what they 
will to the contrary, believed Patadise to be heaven, and Hades, 
to be hell, the place of torments. And because these fathers re- 
membered in their prayers, tke saints in Paradise ; and because 
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St. Austin, in the fifth centurp, began to doubt, whether Origen's 
conceit, the. imagined purgation, were not to be -made in the in- 
terval between death and the resurrection, as to the souls of the 
more imperfect christians, therefore—^most profound conclusion^ 
they all prayed, not only for the saints in heaven, but for the 
doomed in hell. 

We think, by this time, our readeri^ mu«t be convinced that 
Doct. B. is not less against the ancient, them the modern fath- 
ers — and we are not sure, but they will believe that, however 
"monstrously these ancient father's works have beefl corrupt.edr 
or however monstrously corrupted were their doctrinal opin*- 
ions," there is still more monstrous carruj)tion in tbe Doctor's 
wilful and deliberate perversion of them. 

But the Doctor is not content with; making the primitive 
Christian fathers derive their opinions of an intermediate place 
from pagan writers, but he says the Jews also received their 
ideas of this place from the same source. 

"From the time when the Hebrews minted with heathen durtng the ser^ 
cnty years' captivity; and especiaUy, after their Doctors had been gjadoal- 
ly corrupted by the theories of the Greek philosophers under the Grecian em^ 
pi^e, ana, finally, under the Roman empire, their sentiments on this point 
be^an to differ more and^ore widely from the doctrines of their sacred 
writino;s, and the faith of their forefathers. They seem to liave adoptecf 
the fictions of their con(}nerors on this point. They conceived that dqiarU 
ed souls are placed iii different local habitaUons, or places^ adapted to tiwir 
'characters."* 

We shall expect to find the Doctor, in his great love of fiction 
and desire of having all things heathen, next attempting to show 
that the scriptures, are also of pagan origin*; At the present let^ 
us see what are' the sentiments of Josephus in relation to an 
intermediate place, and who, we suppose, knew almost as mucb 
about the opinion of the Jews, as Doctor Brownlee. 

The following is a condensed statement of his discourse ta 
the Greeks, concerning Hades. 

"Hade? is a place in the world not regularly finished ; a subterraneous' 
region, wherein the light of this world does not shine. . . : . . This region 
is allotted as a place of custody for st)uls, in which angels are appointed as 
guardians to them, who distribute to them temporary punishtnerUSf agreeea- 
ble to every one's behaviours apd manners. In this region there is a certain 
plac3 set apart, as a lake of unquenchable fire ; thereinto we suppose na 
one hath hitherto been cast, but it is prepared for a day afoi-e determined by 
God, in which on^ righteous sentence shall deservedly be passed upon all 
men ; when the unjust, and disobedient to God shall be adjudged to this ev- 
erlasting punishment ; while the just shall obtain an incorruptibljB and nev- 
er fading kingdom. These are now indeed confined in Hades, but not in 
the same place wherein the unjust are confined. For there is one descent into 
this region, at whose gate we believe there stands an Archangel with an 
host ; which gate when those pass through that are conducted down by the 
aogeW appointed over souls, they do not go the same way,' but the just af e' 

♦Chris. Intel. Dfec. 7, 1839, No. I. 
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I^Qided to the right hand^ and are led "with hymns, lun^ by the angeli ap- 
pointed over that place, unto a region of light, in which the just have dwelt 
from the beginning of the world. This place we call the bosom of Abra- 
ham. 

But as to the unjust, they are dragged hy force to the UJt hand by the an- 
gels allotted for punishment, no longer going with a good will, but as pris- 
soQers driven by violence. Between them is fixed a chaos deep and large; 
in so much that a just man that hath compassion upon them cannot be ad- 
mitted, nor can one that is unjust, if lie were bold enough to attempt it, pass 
over it. , In this Hades, the souls of all men are con^ned until a proper sea- 
-•on, which God hath determined, when he will make a resurrection of all men 
from the dead ; not procuring a transmigration of souls from one body to 
another, but raising a^ain those very bodies, which you Greeks, seeing to 
be dissolved, do not believe. But learn not to disbelieve it ; for while you 
believe that the soul is created and yet is made imiQortal by God, according 
to the doctrine of Plato ; and this m time, be not incredulous, but believe 
thai God is able, when he hath raised to life that body which was made as 
•a compound of the same elements to make it immortal ; for it must nev^ be 
«aid of God, that he is able to do some things, and unable to do others. . . . 
For all men, the just as well as the unjust shall be brought before God the 
"Word ; for lo him hath the Father committed all judgment, and he in order 
lo fulfil the will of his Father, shall come as judge whom we call Christ. . . . 
At whose judgment seat, where all men, and angels, and demons shall stand, 
they will send forth one voice, and say. Just is thy Judgment: The rejoin- 
-der to which will bring a just sentence upon both parties by giving justly to 
those that have done well, an everlasting fruition ; but allotting to the lov- 
ers of wicked works eternal punishment." 

Such is the doctrine which Josephus, speaking in the name 
of the Jews, taught the Greeks, and earnestly urged upon them 
to believe in time, and not to be incredulous. Does this look as 
if the Jews derived their notion of an intermediate place from 
the Greeks? 

It will be borne in mind that we have here no dispute with 
the Doctor, on the merits of this doctrine, and, of course, have 
nothing to say of the correctness or incorrectness of Josephus' 
opinions. Our only object is to shew that in every part of the 
Doctor^s review, in every position he takes, and with regard to 
every author he cites, there is a deliberate misrepresentation of 
facts, and a total disregard of the truth. 



Dr. Brownlee vs. The Catholic Ohorch. 



From what we have seen to be the unanimous consent af the 
^arly Christian Fathers, respecting the souls of the departed 
faithful, we may learn with almost unerring certainty, the doc- 
trine of the primitive Church on this subject. As however the 
primitive Liturgies may be more satisfactory evidence of the 
Catholic doctrine of an intermediate place than individual opin- 
ions, we will transcribe the language of their devotions, in rela- 
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tion to the pious dead, asr given by that able and learned writeiv 
Doctor Brett.* 

Speaking of the " prayer for the whole Catholiic Church, from one end of 
the world unto the other," or " that for the whde state of Christ Churchy" 
as used in the communion office, he says, "As it stands in the Clementine 
Litnrgy, mid in all other Liturgies here published, that is, in the Liturgies of 
tbe Universal Church, not excepting any one Church before the Re^rma- 
tion, there is a petition for the faithful departed." 

" In the Clementine Liturgy it runs thus : ^ We also offer to. thee for aH 
saints that have done what is pleasing to thee from the beginning of the 
world, patriarchs, prophets, righteous men, apostles, martyrs, confessors^ 
bishops, priests, deacons, 6ub-deac6ns, readers, singers, virgins, widows, 
laymen, and for all whose names thou krowest.' 

In St James' Liturgy, thte priest having prayed, that * we may find mercy 
and favor with all thy saints, who from the beginning of the world have 
pleased the^ in their generations, even with our fathers and fore fathers, 
patriarchs, prophets, apostles, martyrs, confessors, teachers, and saints, and 
every just spirit departed in the faith of Christ ;' then adds, * Remember, O 
Lord, thou God of all spirits and of all flesh, the faithful whom we have 
now commemorated, or whom we liave not mentioned, from righteous Abel 
unto this day. Make them to rest in the region of thy kingdom, in the de- 
lights of paradise, in the bosom of Abraham, Isaac, and Jacobs our holy 
fathers ; where there is no sorrow, grief and lamentation, and where the 
light of thy countenance continually shines upon them.' 

St. Mark's Liturgy : * Give rest, Lord God, to the souls of our fathers 
and brethren who are before laid to sleep, remembering from the beginning 
of the world our forefathers, fathers, patriarchs, prophets, apostles, martyrs, 
confessors, bishops, saints, just men, and every spirit departed Sn the fiith 
of Christ, and those whose memory we this day celebrate, and our holy 
Father jMark, the Apostle and Evangelist, who shewed unto us the way of 
salvation.' 

St. Chrysertom's Liturgy : * We offer unto thee this reasonable service, 
for those who sleep in Christ, forefathers, fathers, patriarchs, prophets, 
apostles, preachers, evangelists, martyrs, confessors, continent persons,, and 
every spirit departed in the faith of Christ.* 

St. Basil's Liturgy, as used in the ConstantinopolitaQ Church : ' Remem^ 
ber all who are before gone to sleep, in hope of the resurrection to eternal 
life, and give them rest, O Lord, where the light of thy countenance shines 
upon them.' 

The Liturgy of St. Basil, used in the Alexandrian Church : * Vouchsafe 
to remember, Lord, those who have pleased thee from the beginning of 
the world, the holy fathers, patriarchs, apostles, prophets, preachers, evan- 
gelists, martyrs, confessors, and every just spirit departed in the faith of 
Christ. Give rest to all their souls in the bosoms of our holy ftithers, Abra- 
liam, Isaac and Jacob. Lead them, and put them into a green place upon 
the waters of rest, in the paradise of pleasure, where there is no grief, or sad- 
ness, or groaning, in tne light of thy holy saints. Give rest, O Lord, in 
that place, to the souls of them whom thou hast taken to thyself, and vouch- 
safe to translate them to thy heavenly kingdom.' 

The Ethiopic Liturgy : ' Be merciful, Lord, to the souls of thy ser- 
vants, and of thine handmaids, who have eaten thy body, and drank thy ^ 
blood, and received rest in thy faith.' And again, * Give rest also to our 
fathers and brethren that are asleep and departed in the orthodox faith.' 
Yet again, ' Be merciful to us, and to edl those that are at rest, thou who 
hast sent thy Sou bom of a Virgin.' Onee more, ' Remember, O Lord, all 
those that are asleep and at rest in the faith of Christ, and gather their iool» 
Into the bosoms of Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob/ 

♦Col. Prim. Lit. Lon. Ed, 1806, pp, 270^271. 
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The Liturey of l^estoriuB ; * We also pray and beseech thee, O Lord 
that thou woiudst at this oblation remember the fathers, patriarchs, prophets, 
apostles, martyrs, confessors, teachers, bishops, priests, deacons, and all 
who have been partakers of our ministry that are departed this life, and all 
our brethren in Christ who are g^one out of this worla in the true faith, whose 
names thou knowest ; loosing and remitting to them all their sins and ini- 
quities, through the prayer and intercession of those who have done what is 
pleasing in thy sight.* * * 

The Liturgy of Severus : * Remember also, O Lord, those who have been 
famous before thee from the bie^inning, the fathers, prophets, apostles, mar^ 
tyrs, confessors, John the Baptist, Stephen the Deacon, the holy mother of 
Uod, and all pious and just men. kemember, O Lord, all bishops and 
doctors, who have stood in thy church, and fed thy spiritual sheep with 
their doctrine, and have ponverted unto thee those that were gone astray ; 
but especially St. James the chief of bishops, and other the holy fathers. . . . 
To the souls, and bodies, and spirits of all those, who out of flesh and blood 
are come to thee, O Lord of all flesh, give rest in the bosoms of Abraham, 
Isaac, and Jacob, in the paradise of pleasure, in the place of rest, and 
in the tabernacles of the saints,' &.c. 

The Roman Canon : * Remember also, O Lord, thy servants and thy 
handmaids who are gone before us with the sign of faith, and sleep in the 
sleep of peace. Grant unto them, we beseeth thee, O Lord, and to all that 
are at rest in Christ, a place of refreshment, light and peace, through the 
same Christ our Lord. Amsn.^ " 

The Roman *Canon, though probably of later origin than 
any of the Liturgies above mentioned, yet had existence, it is 
supposed, before the Roman Church had essentially varied from 
her ancient self; or had departed from the primitive Church. 

"Thus" says Doct. Brett, "there is an universal consent and harmony in 
all these Liturgies; not one of them has omitted prayer for the dead in their 
prayer at the altar for all estates and conditions of men." 

We wish it to be distinctly understood that we express no 
opinion here of the soundness, or unsoundness of the doctripe 
of praying for the departed faithful. Our sole object is, to show, 
that the primitive Church did pray for the pious dead ; and that 
in this practice, there is indisputable evidence, that the primi- 
tive Church did not believe that the souls of the righteous pass, 
at death, immediately into heaven ; apd consequently, that Doc- 
tor Brownlee, in affirming that such souls do go immediately 
to heaven, at their death, is manifestly against the whole primi- 
tive Church. 

But as the Doctor seems to have no very ^reat respect or good 
will for either primitive Fathers, or primitive doctrines, let us 
come down to the time of the Reformation, and see what the 
Reformed Church has taught in relation to the place of depart- 
ed saintS: 

In the prayer for "the whole state of Christ^s Church," as it 
stood in the first prayer book of King Edward VL set forth in 
1648, or 9, there is this language, 

"We commend unto thy mercy^ O Lord, qH oiherthy servants, which arc 
departed hence from us, with the aign of faith^ and now do rest in the sleep 
of ptftce : G^ant unto th«m, wi b€sc«di thee, ihy mercy und tTerlasting 
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pace, and that at tiie fencral resurrection, we and all they (hat 
be of the mystical body of thy Son, may altogether be set on his right hand, 
and hear that his most joyful voice, come unto me, O ye that be blessed of my 
Father, and possess the kingdom which is prepared for you from the begin- 
ning of ihe woikL" Sd again in the Order for the Burial of the Dead :•— 
''Grant unto this iUy ourvant, that the sins which he hath committed in this 
V orld be not impoLed unto him, but that he, escaping the gates of hell, and 
pains of eternal dnrkncss, may everdwell in the regions of light, with Abra- 
' fcam, Tsaaci and Jacobs in the place where there is no weeping, sorrow, nor 
heaviness ; ^nd when that dreadful day of the general Resurr^tion shall 
oome^ make him to risi: also with the just and righteous ; and receive thi* 
body aguin to ^^lory, then made pure and incorruptible : set him on the right 
hand oi tJiy Sun Je^us Christ, among the holy and elect, that there he nray 
hfitir with them tliese uiost sweet and corAfortable words : Come to me, ye 
blessed of my Father, possess the kingdom which hath been prepared for 
you from the beginning of the world." 

But says Wheatly,*^"This prayer in the communion office with a larger 
thanksgiving for the examples of the saints, than what we now use, was 
left out of the Second Book, [of King Edward] upon the exceptions of Bu- 
cer and Calvin, and the words militant here on earth, were added to the ex- 
hortation, *Lel us pray for the whole state of Christ's Church,^ in order to 
limit the prayer to the living only. The substance of the thanksgiving in- 
deed was added again afterwards, first to the Scotch Liturgy, and then to 
our own at the last review ; though that in the Scotch Liturgy keeps closest 
to the words in the first book of King Edward." 

The Church of England then, and her Daughter, the Prot 
Epis. Church, in this country have not now in their Liturgy 
prayers expressly for the dead : it should he remembered how' 
ever, that they have never formally condemned the practice. 

Thus it appears, that, for more than fifteen hundred years, or 
till the middle of the sixteenth century, it was the uniform prac- 
tice of the Catholic, Church to pray fpr the faithful departed ;-^ 
and consequently, during that period, it wa« the received opinion 
of the Catholic Church, that the souls of the righteous do not 
go, at death, immediately into heaven, but into paradise, Abra- 
ham's bosom, or some "middle place." The first exception to 
.this opinion, will be found in the decree of the council, or as 
Bp. Bull calls it, the Cabal of Florence, in 1439, when the 
Church of Rome succeeded, after a long struggle, in carrying 
her favorite doctrine of sending saints, at death, immediately in* 
to heaven, * . 

Npr has this doctrine of praying for the departed &ithfal, 
resting in paradise, any connection with the idle dream of pur- 
gatory, as some of the Romanists, and some of the Dissenters 
80 zealously labor to represent it. Indeed, there seems to be 
now, as there has been, we believe, ever since the Reformation, 
a class of Romanists, and a class of Dissenters, which, though 
on the two extremes of error, and apparently pulling in contra- 
ry directions, are yet, by the strangest combination, closely uni- 
ted together in their opposition to the Catholic Church and 

♦On. Com. Prayer, p. 304,. Bos. Ed, 
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*eem only emulous which shall excel in the work of strife an<J 
confusion. These opposing religionists were not unaptly char-' 
acterized by the University of Oxford, when it said, 

"Verily these men are like Samson's foxes, they have their heads sever- 
ed indeed, the one sort looking towards papacy ; the other to the presbytery^ 
but they are tied together by the taife with firebrands between them to the 
injury of the Church" — or more briefly by King Charles 1.* '-Those men 
seem to have learned to practice the worst principles of the papists." So that 
now, as well as then,*it may be true, "that a schismatic is but a papist turn- 
ed wron^ side outward."t 

Archbishop Usher says, — Our Romanists indeed do commonly take it for 
granted, that, Turffatory and prayer for the dead be so closely linked to- 
gether that the one doth necessarily follow the other ;* but in so doing they 
reckon without their host, and greatly mistake the matter. For however 
they may deal with their own devices as they please, and link their prayers 
with their purgatory as closely as they listj yet shall they never be able icr 
show, that the Commemoration and Prayer for the dead, used by the ancient 
Church, had any relation with their purgatory ; and therefore, "v^hatsoever 
theywere, Popish prayers we are sure they were not." 

Wheatly, one of the Doctor's "best fathers," says,4 "In the primitive 
Church too their prayers were more extensive^ and took in the dead as well 
as the living; not that they had any notion of the Romish purgatory, or so- 
much as imagined that those whom they prayed for were rackea or tormen- 
ted with any temporary pain The ancients all agreed in this, that 

the interval between death and the end of the world, is a3tate of expectation 
and imperfect bliss, in which the souls of the righteous wait for the comple-^ 
lion and perfection of their happiness at the consummation of all things ;^- 
and therefore, whilst they were praying for the Catholic Church, they thought. 
k not improper to add a petition in benalf of that large and better part of 
h which nad gone before them, that they might altogether attain a blessed 
Und glorious resurrection, and be brought at last to a perfect fruition of hap- 
piness in heaven." 

Collier says,§ "The custom of praying for the dead neither supposes the 
modern purgatory, nor gives any encouragement to libertinism and vice. . . 
. . That the ancient Church believed the recommending the dead a service- 
able office we need not question ; otherwise, to what purpose was it so gen- 
erally practised '? The custom seems to have gone upon this principle, that 
supreme happiness is not to be expected till the resurrection : and that the 
interval between death and the end of the world, is a state of imperfect bliss^ 
The Church might therefore believe her prayers for good people departed, 
might improve their condition, and raise the satisfactions of that period." 

**In primitive times,"!! says Mr. Palmer, "these commemorations (in the 
holy communion) were accompanied by jjrayers for the departed. When 
^he custom of praying for the dead began in the Christian Church, has never 
been ascertained. We find traces of the practice in the seoond century, and 
either then, or shortly after, it appears to have been customary in all parts 
of the Church. The first person" — we beg the Doctor's respectful attention 
to his ancient master, "The first person wh6 objected to such prayers was 
Aerius, who lived in the fourth century, but his arguments were answered 
by various writers, and did not produce any effect m altering the immemo- 
rial practice of praying for those that rest. Accordingly from that time all 
the Liturgies in the world contained such prayers. These facts being cer- 
tain, it becomes a matter of some interest and importance to ascertaim thoc 
reasons which justified the omission of these prayers in the Liturgy of the^ 

*Eik. Bas. p. 145. tPul. Mdd, Ch. Eng. p. 503. 

lOn. Com. Pray. p. 304, Bos. Ed. SEccle. Bis. Vol. II. p. 258/ 

HSee Oxford Tracts, Vol. III. Lon. £d. No. 72^ 
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English Church for the first time in the reign of King Edward VL Som« 
toersops will perhaps say that this sort of prayer is unscriptoral ; that it in- 
fers either the Romish doctrine of purgatory, or something else which ii 
contrary to the revealed will of God^ or the nature of things. But when 
we reflect that the great divines of the English Church have not taken* this 

f round, and that the Ch'urch of England herself has never formally con- 
emned Prayers for the dead, but only omitted them in her Liturgy, we 
may perhaps think that there are some other reasons to justify that omission. 

" The true justification of the Church of England is to be found in her 
teal for the purity of the christian faith, and for the welfare of all her mem- 
bers. It is too well known that the erfonedus doctrine of Purgatory had 
crept into the Western Church, and was held by many of the clergy arid 
people. Prayers for the departed were represented as ah absolute proof that 
the Church had always held the doctrine Of Purgatory. The deceitfulness 
of this argument,"' — we beg the Doctor's special attention to these remarks 
of Mr. Palmer, " The deceitfulness of this argument can only be estimated 
by the fact, that many persons at this day, who deny the doctrine of purga- 
tory, assert positively^ that the custom of praying for the departed infers a 
behef in Purgatory. If persons of education are deceived by this argument, 
which has b^n a hundred times refuted, how is it possible that the unedu- 
cated classes could ever have got rid of the persuasion that their church held 
the doctrine of Purgatory, if prayers for the departed had been continued in 
the Liturgy. Would not this custom, in fact, have rooted the error of pur- 
l^atory in their minds ? If then the Church of England omitted pul^lla 
prayer for the departed saints, it Was to remove the errors and superstitions 
of the people, and to preserve the purity of the christian church. ^ . . . 

"It was therefore relinquished, and the happy consec[uehce was, that aU 
the people gradually became free from, tke error of Purgatory. Thence for- 
ward the Catholic doctrine prevailed in England, that the righteous after 
' death are immediately translated to a region of* peace, refreshment, and joy ; 
whiU the wicked are consigned to a place of torment from whence there is 
no escape. And, when the doctrine of purgatory had been extirpated^ the 
English Church restored the commemoration of saints departed in the Litur- 
gy, (viz. at the end of the prayer folr the church militant ;) which had been 
omitted for many years, from the same cautious andpious regard to the souls 
of her children.'^ 

To what now is to be attributed the Doctor's confident and 
often repeated assertion, that the doctrine of an intermediate 
place is a, " novel doctrine ?" We know of but two causes to 
which it can be attributed :— either "inexcusable ignorance of 
church history," or a gross and wilful perversion of the truths 
and although we have abundant and melancholy proof — ^the 
more melancholy, because so abundant, of the Doctor's strong 
propensity to the latter alternative, yet we are disposed^ in the 
exercise of that charity, which **thinketh no evil," to attribute it to 
thB former; and to say, that he tnew no better. To the same 
cause, we will also, in the further exercise of that virtue, which 
"hopeth all things," ascribe his mighty eflTorts to prove an inter- 
mediate place to be a purgatory, and his positive assertion, that 
it is a "gttasi purgatory." And fully convinced that the Doctor 
is utterly incapable of seeing the truth, much less of honestly 
meeting it, on any question where his prejudices are concernea, 
we will strain a point, and in the yet further exercise of that 
virtue which "believcJth all things," attribute tp the same cause, 
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hit '^monstrov^^ d^laration, even to himself "almost incredible," 
that **the Fathers,^— the best of them" too, "did not only pray for 
the saints in heaven, ihey even prayed for the doomed in hell." 
But where shall we find charity sufficiently large to cover the 
Doctor's still more **monstroiLS^^ declaration,* that "the doctrine 
we advocate," — ^the doctrine that saints go at death immediately 
to heaven, "has ever been the doctrine of the Church of God?" 
Really, to believe the Doctor honest in this declaration, or that 
he himself believed it, requires the more than earthly exercise 
of "that charity which never faileth." 

We have seen what was the doctrine of the Church of God 
iki relation to this matter, for more than fifteen hundred years, or 
till the Reformation. We have seen also, what was the doc- 
trine of the Church of England, immediately after the Refor- 
mation. And although in the second Book of Edward V I. that 
Church omitted the Prayer for the faithful departed, — and doubt- 
less for the reasons stated by Mr. Palmer, yet she no where 
hints the possibility of saints going at death immediately to 
heaven. On the contrary, in her Liturgy, and other offices, 
end especially in the Burial Service, she clearly and unques- 
tionably maintains the doctrine of an intermediate place. In- 
deed, the Doctor himself seems to have given up the Church 
of England, and to have admitted that she is against him ; as 
he has no where appealed to her in support of his Popish notion of 
immediate translation of saints to heaven. He does indeed 
most roundly assert,— -with what truth, we have seen, "that the 
ancient and sound fathers of that venerable section of the Re- 
formed Church are on his side," but he no where claims the 
Church itself Let not however her Daughter, the Prot. Epis. 
Church think that she is thus to escape. For, so certainly' as 
the Doctor thivJcs correctly ; or so certain, as in the most posi- 
tive assertion, three or four times repeated, he declares the truth, 
so certain is she to be torn from her Godly Mother, and made 
to raise her voice against her. 

It is due however alike to Mother and Daughter to say, thai 
this can be done, but by the most ruthless violence. Mr. S. in 
his sermon and appendix, has clearly proved that the faith of 
the Mother and Daughter, respecting departed saints, is one, 
and the same. Safely **treading in the steps of his masters," 
Mr. S. after stating- that the Prot. Epis. Church holds the doc- 
trine of an intermediate state, or place, as one clearly revealed^ 
and certainly to be believed, thus speaks, 

"Basides the obvious and natural meaning of the last article in the creed, 
which, in the order and place it stands, shows clearly that, by the *life ever- 
Ituting" and *^the life of the world to come" is to be understood that life of" 
glory which is to follow the coming of Christ to judgment, i^nd the resurrec* 

♦Chris Intel. Dec. 21, 1834, No. III. 
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tkm of the dead, she declares in her Rubric, before the Apostle's creed, 'time 
instead of the words. He descended irUo hell^ may be used the wprds, Hs 
tOerU into the place of departed spirits^ which are considered as words of 
the same meaning in the creed." 

Now we think the Doctor should have expunged this Rubric 
from the Prayer Book, bcfare he undertook to teach Church- 
men, high or low, that their Church does not hold the doctrine 
ox" an intermediate place. 

]VIr. S; goes on, — "This intermediate state (place) is recognised, not onl^ 
in her creeds, but also, in her public offices. She neither hopes, nor prays 
for entrance into fulness of glory, till after the second coming of our Lord to 
raise the dead, and judge the world; nor yet does she look for the life 
of the world to come, but as a consequence of the general resurrection, and 
final judgment, at the last day. In the Colleetfir for the first and second Sun- 
days in Advent, we are taught to pray, 'that in the last day^ when Christ 
shall come again in his glorious majesty to judge both the quick and dead, 
we may rise to the life immortal ;'— ana *that at his second coming to jud^ 
the world, we may be found an acceptable people in his sight.' In* the pray- 
er for Christ's Qhurch militant, there is this language of prayerand praise, 
— We also bless thy holy name for all thy servants departed this life in thy 
faith and fear j beseeching thee to give us grace so to follow their good ex- 
amples that With them, we may be partakers of thy heavenly Kingdom.' — 
The object of this petition is a participation in the blessings of Christ's 
heavenly kingdom, an object supposed to be yet future, not only to us, but 
also po those who are departed. So again in the prayers of the Burial office, 
we pray alike, yet distinctly ^ for the blessings promised to both the interme- 
diate state, and the glorified stale: — not only Hnat when we shall depart this 
lifeSve may rest in Christ,' but 'that at the general resurrection, in the last 
day, we may be found axMieptable in his sight,' and that ihen, *wemayhaye 
oui* perfect consummation and bliss, both in body and soul, in his eternal 
and everlasting glory.' " 

It is but justice to Mr. S. to call attention to this liast sentence^ 
explanatory of a clause in one of the ptayers of the Burial office, 
as the Doctor, with his usual regard . to truth and fairness, has 
labored to make his readers believe that Mr. S. has perverted 
the meaning of the prayer, by putting the word but instead of 
and. 

This is the second attempt made by the Doctor to convict Mr^ 
S. of unfairness, in his quotations. Truly, the Doctor is strict 
to mark what he thinks, or fancies, or makes amiss, in others r 
what would be his fate, were there meted to him his own mea- 
sure, we leave to those, who have followed us through this re- 
view, to judge. The Doctor, however, will be no more success- 
ful in this, than in his other attempt. Mr. S. has done no injus- 
tice to" this prayer, as will be seen by the slightest inspection. 
That part of the prayer in " The order, of the Burial of the 
Dead," on which Mr. S. was commenting, is in these words : — 

** We humbly beseech thee, O Father, to raise us from the death of sin 
unto the life of righteousness ; that when we shall depart this life, we may 
rest in Him ; and that at the general resurrection in the last day, we may 
be found acceptable in thy sight ; and receive that blessing, which thy weu 
%ek)ved Son shall then pronounce to all who love and fbar thee, saying. 
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Come, ye blessed childrea of my Father, receive the kingdom prepared for 
you from the beginning of the world." 

It was in explanation of this, an^ of a clause in the other 
prayer of the' Burial office, that Mr. S. employed the sentence 
above, to which we have called attention, and which has called 
forth one of the Doctor's most profound criticisms. 

The sentence, as before remarked, is explanatory, and its ob- 
ject is, to show, what must be obvious to every candid mind, that 
the prayer, above cited, recognises and clearly distinguishes the 
two, and successive states, or conditions of the faithful departed, 
before, and after, the resurrection; and that in it, "we pray 
alike, y,et distinctl^^ — discriminately, *' for the blessings proin^ 
ised to both the intermediate state, and the glorified slate." 'Here 
stating the general design of the petition, and connecting the 
different members of the sentence, Mr. S. uses the conjunction 
>a»d, as in the prayer. Proceeding however further to elucidate 
•the prayer, and bring out more fully its sense, he^ introduces 
the word but and says, 

" We pray, not only that, when we shall depart this life, we may rest in 
Christ, M' tnat, at the general resurrection at the last day, we may be found 
acceptable in his sight." 

No\;^ can truth, or honesty say, that here is any "unfair deal- 
ing?" Has the sense of the prayer been in any degree altered? 
Will any sane man contend, that the rest, for which we pray, 
on our departure out of this life, in the first' part of the sentence^ 
is the same thing, as the acceptance, at the general resurrection, 
in the last day — ^the blessing which the Son of God shall in that 
day pronounce — the kingdom which we shall then receive, for 
which we pray in the last part of the sentence 1 Must so large 
a portion of this prayer be made an unmeaning tautology, for 
the sake of pleasing Dr. Brownlee? And does not the Doctor 
know, that not only is not usually followed by an and7 Having 
thus given the prayer itself, and Mr. S.^s exposition of it, Jet us 
look at the Doctor's xjommentary on the whole :* 

" There is another sentence in the closing prayer to the same effect: And 
we ^uote it in order to point out an instance of unfair dealing in a late ser- 
mon written on this subiect. It is this :— ' We humbly beseech thee, O 
Father, to raise us from the death of sin to the Ufe of righteousness, that 
when we shall depart this life, we may rest in him, and at the general resur- 
rection* &c. Hence, the consummation of the last day is exhibited as com- 
ing in due time, after the soul shall have been long in heaven. But Mr. 
Sherwood, (p. 14,) puts the word ^tuV instead of *and,' in order, very prob- 
ably, to h^lp the sentence to utter a tone in favor of his theory." 

Now by comparing this three line extract with ^ the prayer 
Irom which it is taken, it will be seen that, after substituting, in 
two instances, a comma for a semi-colon, " in order, very proba- 

♦See Chrii. Intel Dec. 21st. 1839. No. IIL 
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hly, to help the sentence to utter a tone in favor of his theory,^* 
and then throwing out the word "that,^^ ''in order, very 
probably" to raise the tone, as high as possible, the Doctor 
stops short with an &c. in the middle of the sentence, when 
there is not even a comma. But commas, or no commc^, 
the Doctor saw it would not do to quote any farther. He 
found that the rest of the sentence could not, with all his 
magic skill, be set to his iune ; he therefore discards it alto-% 
get her, and in the place of all that follows the word resurrection 
— " in ,the last day, we may be found acceptable in thy sight 5 
and rbcei ve that blessing, which thy well-beloved Son shall then 
pronounce to all who love ajid fear thee, saying, Come, ye 
blessed children of my Fathey, receive the kingdom prepared 
for you from the beginning of the world," — ^in the place of this, 
he gives us this matchless — not perversion of sacred things, for 
we have before us too many other instances of equal, if not sur- 
passing merit, but display of intellectual profoundity, and critical 
acumen : "Hence," — we hope our readt^rs, if they can find it, will 
not lose sight of the ground of this profound conclusion.rr- 
" Hence the consummation of the last day is exhibited as com- 
ing in due time, after the soul shall have been long in heaven.'- 
Really,, the Doctor is a most wonderful man, and 'Worthy of 
the chair of Ethics, He is a fa,ir dealer witb a vengeance, 
He is at times ^ most rigid respector of little things ; and he 
strongly reminds yxs of certain scrupulous men of old, who would 
strain out gnats, and yet could swallow camels. 

Dr. B. however has no confidence in Mr. S.'s expositions qf 
the doctrines of the Church, nor, indeed, in those of any other 
high churchmen. He thinks they are all " unfair dealers" and 
dissemblers. For, in relation to a passage in the first prayer of 
the Burial ofiice, and upon which, after his usual manner he 
has put his own construction, he says,'* 

" We suspect strongly that tbis is the meanin|; of the passage in th0 opin- 
ion of all high churchmen : for they take special care not to quote the whole 
of this passage, in their arguments, offensive and defensive, on the novel 
doctrine of the interniediate place.'* 

The Doctor has marvellous respect and affection for the 
*♦ Episcopal Church of the good old way ;" and he is determined 
to rescue her from the wicked hands of all .high churchmen, 
and restore her to a holy consistency with herself that is, to a 
perfect agreement with himself. He goes on,t 

" The Protestant Episcopal Church also utters her voice, we think, very 
fiistincily against the opinion of the High Church party in her." 

Pere the Doctor only thinks. Are ariy curious to know why 

♦Chris. Intel. Dec. 14th, 1839. No. II. 
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the Doctor thus thinks? It is because the Burial Office, con- 
tains that beautiful passage from the Revelations, — " I heard a 
voice from heaven, saying unto me. Write, from henceforth 
blessed are the dead who die in the Lord ; even so saith the 
Spirit ; for they rest from threir labours." 

The Doctor, however, soon waxes confident, and begins to 
talk about doing justice. He says,* 

"We shall ^ve another extract even stronger, if possible, than this, in 
order to do justice to the genuine doctrine of the Episcopal Church, in oppo- 
sition to the innovations of the high church party within her." 

Then comes, to the overwhelming shame and confusion of 
all wicked, dissembling, innovating high churchmen, the fol- 
lowing part of a sentence from the first prayer, in the Burial 
service. ' 

"Almighty God, with whom do live the spirits of those who depart hence 
in the Lord ; and with whom the souls of the faithful, after th^y are deliver- 
ed from the burden of the flesh, and in joy apd felicity, &c." 

As the Doctor seems partial to this pari of the sentence, hav- 
ing twice cited it ; and as we heartily subscribe to every word 
Qnd syllable, not oniy of this part, but of the whole sentence, 
and whole prayer, we will in order to avoid the imputation of 
witholding what we believe to be its true meaning, give the 
prayer entire. 

"Almighty Gk>d, with whom do live the spirits of those who depart hence 
in the I^prd; and with whom the souls of the faithful, after they are deliv- 
ered frojni the burden of the flesh, are in joy and felicity ; we ffive thee hearty 
thanks for the good examples of all those thy servants, who, having finished 
their course in faith, do now rest from their labors. And we beseech thee, 
that we, with all those who are departed in the true faith of thy holy name, 
may have our perfect consummation and bliss, both in body and soul, in 
thy eternal and everlasting glory, through Jesus Christ our Lord." 

Why the Doctor did not give his readers the whole of this 
prayer, a short one of only two sentences ; or why he kept back 
a part of the first sentence, may, perhaps, by those who know 
his habits, be conjectured. He has, however, now become 
positive. 

** The Episcopal Church is, therefore, decisively and perfectly at one on 
this point wjth all her sister churches."'^ 

Take care, dear Doctor, lest here, as with " the ancient and 
sound fathers," you unwittingly declare another unquestionable 
truth. Seeming, however, to feel that his assertion, to gain 
credit, must be often repealed. The Doctor again says,t 

" In the Book of Common Pra^^er of the Protestant Episcopal Church, the 
fame doctrine," — that saints go immediately to heaven, " is taught by im- 
plication in the communion service, and directly in the following passage in 
the Burial of the Dj&ad." 

♦Chris. Intel. Dec. 21, 1^839. No. III. tChris. Intel. Dec. 14, 1839. No. II. 
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The passage here alluded to, is that partof th« prayer* givea 
abovei which " the high churchmen take special care not to 
quote," and whereby they conceal what they believe to be th« 
real doctrine of the church ! Now if any, after all this, presume 
to doubt whether the Episcopal Church holds the doctrine of 
immediate translation of saints to heaven, it must be« because 
they have not entire confidence in the Doctor's word; for he 
has once thought, and, at least, three times positively declared^ 
that such is her doctrine/ And yet, these prayers, with the 
Rubric respecting "the place of departed spirits," still remain 
in the Prayer Book ; and all high churchmen still maintain 
the "false position into which they have fallen and floundered," 
and continue, by their " unique and matchless logic," to defend 
"the novel doctrine of an intermediate place.'' 

We have brought forward these " monstrous" declarations of 
the Doctor, not with a thought of attempting to refute them, but 
merely to show what sort of "justice the Doctor would do to the 
genuine doctrines of the Episcopal Church," and to exhibit them 
as so many additional examples of the boldness and confidence 
with which he cah make assertions which he knows to be untrue. 

We might here, in perfect accordance with our design, it is 
supposed, close our examination of the Doctor's Contras to the 
Catholic Church, having exhibited, it is believed, satisfactory 
evidence, that he is manifestly and decisively against her. 

That it may be seen, however, that the Doctor is, in this 
matter, not only opposed to the Cathqlic Church, but is thorough- 
ly Catholic in his opposition, we may a^ well show that he is 
alike, and equally adverse to the church of which he is a minis* 
ter, and to her ** sister churches," as to the " Episcopal Church 
of the good old way." This we' will do, on authority, the accu*' 
racy and consistency of which, we may he allowed to hope, — » 
we dare not even here be confident, the Doctor will respect,^ — 
that is, his own repeated declarations. 

We have already seen the very high regard that the Doctor 
entertains for the character of Bp, Piill, and the great, but cer- 
tainly not ill placed confidence, he has in the judgment of that 
distinguished writer, and of all the " best fathers," his special 
favorite. And in his laudatory remarks upon the following 
quotation, copied from Mr. S. Xve have his entire approbation, 
and indeed, high admiration of the Bishop's sentiments respect- 
ing an intermediate place and state. As the Doctor has made 
this a somewhat remarkable passage, by copying it correctly 
and entirely, a degree of respect rendered, we believe, to no 
other quotation in his whole review ; and as it contains the word 
flace, the very word which has given the Doctor so much 
trouble, and which he cited this passage to disprove, we think 
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it Yiecessary here to repeat it. And to show that, in using the 
word place in this passage, the Bishop *• does not want unani- 
mous consent with himself in his own writings," it may not be 
amiss to state that, besides the repeated use of almost all the 
words in the language denoting locality, he has. in the coube 
of his two Sermons on this subject, actually employed the 
word place abouc seventy times. Bishop Bull says, 

"I do affirm the consentient and constant doctrine of the primitive Church 
to be this : that the souls of the faithful, immediately after death, enter into 
a PLACE and state of bliss, far exceeding allthe felicities oT this world, though 
short of thai most consummate^ perfect oeatiMide of Heaven^ vnth which they 
4ir$ crovmed and rewarded in the resurrection. And so on the contrary, that 
the souls of all the wicked are presently after death in a state of very great 
misery j and yet dreading a far greater misery at the day of judgment." 

Such are the sentiments^now pretty well understood, of Bp. 
Bull, in relation to an intermediate place and state. And these 
are sentiments which, as Mr. S. has satisfactorily proved, are 
sustained by the Standards of the R. D. Church. With regard 
to "her sister Churches," he supposes there is more ambiguity 
and doubt — at any rate, beseems to think the standards of these 
last, are not quite so clear and decisive, as the Doctor here rep- 
resents them. • He says,* — 

"In consistency with this enlightened declaration, the Presbyterian Chur- 
ches of the United States, Canada, Great Britain, and Ireland, who adhere 
to the Westminister Confession and Catechisms, profess this doctrinp, which 
Bp. Bull pronounces to have been 'the consentient and constant doctrine of 
the Primitive Church.' " 

Agam, "The Reformed Dutch Chutch in the United States and in Rol- 
and ; the Reformed Churches in France, Switzerlana, Germany, and in the 
United States, do utter their voice strongly and decisively on this point." 

All which the Doctor very satisfactorily proves by reference 
to their Catechisms. He goes on, — 

"The doctrine which follows this statement, is in precise accordance with 
the statements of the learned Doct. Bull; -^namely, *At the resurrection of 
the body, we shall enter upon our perfect happiness and eternal glory in our 
Bouls and bodies, in the Church triumphant." 

Bp. Bull then, maintaining the doctrine of an intermediate 
PLACE, and declaring this to be the consentient and constant 
doctrine of the primitive Church ; and the Presbyterian, Refor- 
med Dutch, and other Reformed Churches, "professing this 
doctrine," as Doct. Brownlee says they do, "in consistency with 
this enlightened statement," — yea, " in precise accordance with 
the statement of the learned Doct. Bui}," it follows, on Doct. 
BrownWs own showing, — he will again pardon the "profound 
conclusion," that he, in denying this doctrine of art intermediate 
place^ is not less manifestly against the church of which, he is 

♦Chris. Intel. Dec. 21, 1839, No. III. 
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an adoptive, and her sisterly Reforjned Chur<Aes, thah he 10 
against the *»Episcopal Church of the good old way." 

Nor have we yet seen the most cruel part of the Doctor's oppo- 
sition. We had supposed that the Theology of his own native 
Kirk, in her earliest and best days, he would respect • and did 
hope to leave him at peace, at least, with his spiritual Mother. 

But no, — the Doctor's adverse propensities will show them- 
selves even here ! He does indeed let us know that he has 
heard of the earliest "Scottish Confession 6f Faith ;" for, out 
of the XVII. Art. of that Confession, quoted by Mr. S. he ha«, 
by dint of variation, alteration and transposition « manufactured 
aboultwo lines, bearing the mark, of a quotation, and in which, 
he gives us a part of the truth, but by no means the whole of it 

Speakinff of some old sect which maintained the sleep of the 
soul after death, the Doctor says,* 

"There were certain speculators at the Reformation, whom the pious di- 
vines who drew up the earliest Scottish Cortfessiort of Faith, in A. D. 1560, 
did impressively call * certain farUastics^ ( fanatics) *ioho affirm that the 
departed souls do sleep ajid covye to a certain oblivion,^ " 

The Doctor's two lines of manufactured extract, we have 
pdt in italics. How it proves that saints go immediately to 
heaven, or for what purpose it was made, we leave to others to Con- 
jecture. 

This XVII. Art. as given by S. is as follows,-^ 

"The elect departed are in peace, and rest from their labours j not that they 
sleep and come to a certain oblivion as some fantastkks do affirm \ but that 
thev are delivered from all fear and torment, and all temptations to which we 
and all Gt>d's elect are subject in this life, and therefore do bear the name of 
the Church militant ; as contrariwise, the reprobate and unfaithful departed 
ha vtt anguish and pain that cannot be expressed. So that neither are the 
one nor the other in such sleep that they felt not their joy or their torment." 

Now this article does unquestionably condemn the error of 
the soul's insensibility and sleep from death to the resurrection ; 
but while it guards against one extreme, it is careful not to 
run into the other. The aiticle does not hint the possibility of 
souls passing, at death, immediately into heaven or hell : 4)o. 
the contrary, its whole language and spirit clearly recognise znA 
declaie the real, but not perfect happiness and misery of the 
intermediate state and place, ''The elect departed are at peace, 
and rest from their labori^ and ''the unfaithful departed have 
anguish and pain. . , , . So that neither are the one nor the 
other in such sleep, that they feel not their joy or their sorrow.*^ 
How now could the Doctor insinuate that this sound article of 
his once dear Kirk, in her best and purest days, sets forth the 
Popish notion, that the souls of the righteous pass, at death, im- 
mediately into heaven, and to the full fruition of their God ?— ** 

•Chris* Intel. Dec. 7, 1839, No. I. 
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Surely, the Doctor has been unmindful of the first command- 
meat with promise. He has indeed forsaken the good old law 
of his spiritual mother : he is manifestly against her. And a 
man once against his Mother, we are prepared to find him 
^against any thing and every thing. 



-000- 



Doctor Brownlee vs. The Bftle. 



As the Church is the pillar and ground of the truth, we are 
prepared, by a knowledge of the Doctor's opposition to the 
Church, to find him against that truth, of which it is the pillar 
and ground. For, we take it for granted that no one, ignorant 
of the nature, or regardless of the authority of the Church of 
God, can be a safe interpreter of the word of God. 

Now the Doctor, it must be remembered, is not only an ultra 
Protestant, but in the interpretation of Scripture, an extreme 
ultraist. He regards lightly the judgment of others ; and even 
for the good old canon,—" Cluod semper, quod ubique, quod 
omnibus traditum est," he has but little respect. 

Spurning from him the guidance and authority of the Catho- 
lic Church, and somewhat puffed up with self-sufficiency, he 
relies upon his own strength, and his own individual opinion 
he makes his law. Hence, as with the writings of the Fathers, 
fio with the Holy Scriptures, he claims* and exercises the right 
of making them say what he pleases. He does indeed bluster 
stoutly for the Bible, but then, it is the Bible only as he under- 
stands it. And here, in his over-weening confidence, the Doc- 
tor seems to out-Roman even the Roman Church itself; for, 
although she holds an infallibility, yet, she is not ahyays able to 
tell exactly where it may be found. Not so, however, with 
Doctor Brownlee ; he has no difficulty of this kind : he is al- 
ways ready for a decision, and never, thinks of doubting the 
infallibility of his own judgment. 

We do not deem it at all necessary to go into an examination 
of all the various texts of Scripture, to which the Doctor has 
referred, or which he has quoted and wrested to the support of 
his Popish notion of sendmg saints immediately to heaven, as 
they have, for the most part, about as much bearing upon the 
point, as " the 1700 pages folio" of William Penn had upon the 
opinions of the primitive Fathers. We will barely notice the 
Doctor's expositions of some three or four texts, and this, prin- 
cipally, for the purpose of exhibiting them as specimens of his 
skill in hermeneutic Theology. 

9 
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The Dbctor begins with Eccles. XII. 7. " Then aball tBre 
dust return to the earth as it was ; and the spirit shall retan»> 
nnto God who gave it." And says,* 

" This, as will be more fully explained by the texts to be quoted, (an ex- 
planation we have not been able to find) determines that the soul of .the 
righteous at death is withGkxl who is in heaven." 

But why limit this passage to the righteous ? The language* 
of the wise man is general. All return to dust, and all spirits, 
at death, return to God. And are the wicked also in heaven f 
And have we, in one of the Pastors of the " Collegiate R. D. 
Church, of New York," an open advocate for the doctrine of 
universal salvation ? Take care, dear Doctor, remember, that' 
Universalism is full " half-way house" to Sicinianism! Now we 
had supposed that souls might return to (jrod, in the sense here 
intended by the wise man, without going to heaven. At any 
rate, if this passage "determine" that, because the soul at death 
leturns to Gk)d, it is therefore " with God in heaven," it deter- 
mines that all souls, which have left the body — the wicked a» 
well as the righteous, are "with God in heaven." 

Again, the Doctor refers ta Luke XX 37, 38, and cites a part 
of these two verses :— entire they read thus — *' Now that the aead 
are raised, even Moses showed at the bush, when he calleth the 
Lord the God of Abraham, and the God of Isaac, and the Qoi 
of Jacob. For he is not a God of the dead, but of the living ; 
for all live unto him." Here the Doctor says, 

" Set down with this the words of Phul : RomvXIV. 7, 8—* For none of 
us liveth unto himself, and no man dieth to himsel£ For whether we lire, 
we live unto the Lord, and whether we die, we die unto the Lord :, whether 
we live therefore, or die, we are the Lord's." Hence the Patriarchs, and aU 
who lived to the Lord, have died to hira. He is their Qod after death, as 
well as in life. They are with him ; or * they live to him.' This implies 
presence with him, and happiness, and glory, as the necessary cpnsequenoe." 

But, if to be present with God, to be wfth God, and to live to 
God, be heaven, then, have we again the doctrine «f universal 
salvation. " For none of us liveth to himself^ and no man dieth 
to himself. For whether we. live, or die, we live and die unto 
the Lord— we are the Lord's — ^for all live unto him." 

Again, Rev. XIV. 13, "I heard a voice from heaven saying 
unto me. Write, Blessed are the dead which die in the fjoii 
from henceforth : via, saith the Spirit, that they may rest from 
their labours ; andf their works do follow them." On this pas* 
sage the Doctor says, 

'* This testimony is decisive. The dead, whadie in the Lord, are blessed. 
' They are blessed from henceforth ;' even from the moment of their depar- 
ture, 'they are blessed.' They are blessed from the instant that they are- 

»In the Chris. Intel. Dec. 14, 21, 28; 1839, Kos. 2, 3, 4, may be Men the 
Doctor's exposition of those texts whicb are here notioca* . 
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** the dead.* Their death, and their bleisedness in glory in the Lord, are 
instantaneous, /simultaneous.) Their blessedness, or glory, lingers not 
until the last judgment. It has already commenced. And it commenced at 
their death. Hence, from the liour of their death, the souls of believers are 
with the Lord in heaven." 

Were the DocWs logic here as sound, as his assertions are 
freqaent and confident ; he must be an infidel indeed, that would 
not be convinced by this masterly piece of ratiocination. When 
the Doctor declared " this testimony to be decisive," he should 
have said of what; and added, in his opinion. When he says, 
*the dead, who die in the Lord, are blessed/ he repeats a well 
known scriptural truth. When he jsays, "*they are blessed 
from henceforth'" even from the moment of their departure; tte 
instant that they are * the dead,' he but reiterates another un- 
doubted truth ; but when he proceeds to draw his '* profound 
'Conclusion," — '* hence, from the time of tbeir death, the souls of 
believers are with the Lord in heaven," he speaks of himself, 
4ind gives us but his own Popish interpretation. 

Again, John, XIV. 2, 3. " In my Father's house are many 
mansions : if it were not so, I would have told you. I go to 
prepare a place for you. And if I go and prepare a place for 
you, I will come again, and receive you unto myself; that 
where I am, there ye may be also." 

Here, afler abusing high churchmen most liberally for their 
ignorance, in referring the ' coming again,' in this passage, to 
the second advent of our Lord, saying, " this sophistry is found- 
ed on the assumption that there is only * one coming of Christ 
again,' modestly adding, " we humbly conceive that no one well 
acquainted with his Bible could have fallen into this error," the 
Doctor sagely informs us that "there are certain comings of 
Christ our Lord, which cannot be referred to the last day," and 
^ves the following, asthe meaning of the pasttogB from St. John. 

" The coming of Christ alluded to in John, XIV. 3, 3. has a double appli- 
•nation. He comes at death to receive each of us personaUy into heaven. 
He comes at the last day to receive us cotlectively^ as his Church, into his 
tnansions of glory." 

Surely, aftw this, no one will doubt that the Doctor is "well 
tacquainted with his Bible." Wo only regret that he did not 
point out a little more clearly the difference between heaven, 
and the mansions of glory, and explain somewhat more fully, 
how, after Christ has received ue " 'personally into heaven," he 
-turns us out thence, and " receives us collectively into his man- 
.sions of glory." 

C^ce more ; — "Another passage on which they (high church- 
men) lay violent hands," says the Doctor, is. Acts II. 34. * Da- 
Tid is not ascended into tlie heavens.' After giving his own 
commentary on this passage, — a passage, by the way, not cited by 
JMr. S.,the Doctor comes to the following " profound conclusions." 
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*' Hence, it is not of David's dead body that he speakt in this place ; but 
of Messiah's dead body. Hence our Lord said to Mary, — ' Touch me not ; 
for I am not ascended to my God, and your Grod.* His pure and holy soul, 
had, indeed, been received by his Fattier, in heaven, in his ' intermediate 
state ;' but he had not yet ascended to heaven in his complete human nature. 
This took place at his ascent from Mount Olivet." 

The Doctor seems to be approaching the ne plus ultra of hia 
opposition. The Saviour, after his resurrection, said, ** I am 
not yet ascended to my Father." Doct. B. says, *' his soul had 
been received by his Father, in heaven, in his intermediate state/* 
viz. between his death and resurrection And the miserable expe- 
dient by which the Saviour's words are to be wrested from their 
obvious meaning, and the Doctor saved from a direct and positive 
denial of them, is, " he had not ascended in his complete human 
nature." Now we would ask, did the soul of the Saviour received 
into heaven, at his death, remain in heaven, or did it return to the 
earth 1 If it returned, the Doctor should have said when^ and giv- 
en us his authority for so new and important an article of faith. 
But as he is silent on these points, we are led to the conclusion that 
it remained in heaven. And if we are correct in this, it follows, 
that the Holy Jesus, during the forty days, he was on earth, after 
his resurrection, was without a soul ; and that, during this period, 
he lived, commissioned his Apostles, instructed them in the na- 
ture of his kingdom, conversecC eat and drank with his disciples, 
and finally left the earth, and ascended into heaven, and all this 
too, "without a soul. Surely, the Doctor made a mistake when 
he said,* 

"There is nothing new under the sun, not even in the wild vagaries of 
Theologians." 

We do think, that, in this part of his Creed, he has given us 
something entirely new, a very novelty. 

But let the Doctor take warning from the example of his 
Friend, William Penn, and beware of the fate of his revolving- 
creed. For, it seems to us, that, in his present course, he is ia 
danger of ending, not in Universalism, nor yet, in Socinianism, 
but in something even worse than Sabellianism. 

We might go on, and give further illustrations of the Doctor's 
hermeneutic skill in Divine Revelation, but it cannot be neces- 
sary. The instances we have adduced are abundantly sufficient 
to show that, as with the writings of the Fathers, so with the 
Holy Scriptures, the Doctor has not only the power, but the will, 
to make them say what he pleases. 

We will, in conclusion, briefly notice one or two of the Doc^ 
tors prominent and leading Theological errors, and wherein, 
afler getting over the high consideration of self, will be found, 
it is supposed, the sourpe of most of his difficulties, on this suIh 
ject. 

Chris. Intel. Dec. 7th, 1839, No. 1. 
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Boldly and positively affirming the Romish doctrine, that the 
souls of the righteous go, at death, immediately to heaven, yet 
aware that they cannot go thither before judgment, the Doctor 
is led by necessity, or inclination, to follow up the system of the 
Roman Church, and to advocate another of her peculiar doc- 
trines, — "a particular judgment or decision at the believer's 
death." 

On this point the Doctor is very sensitive ; and he berates all 
high churchmen most soundly for their blindness, in not seeing, 
on their "matchless logic" in perverting this — to him very 
plain, or rather, by him most confidently asserted truth. 

Now, it is an all-sufficient objection to this notion of a " par* 
ticular judgment or decision upon believers at death," and espe* 
cially of such a judgment as shall admit them at once into 
heaven, that the Scriptures are totally silent respecting it. They 
give us no intimation of any judgment or decision upon our 
conduct but that which shall take place at the last day — ^the 
great and final day of account. 

But such an individual or particular judgment at death, seems 
to be inconsistent with the nature and character of our Judge, 
and irreconcilable with the plainest teachings of God's word. 
It is a clearly revealed truth, that " God the Father judgeth no 
man, but hath committed all judgment unto the Son," and to the 
Son, in his human nature, even to Jesus Christ, "who shall 
judge the quick and the dead at his appearing" — when he shall 
" appear the second time without sin unto salvation." " Because 
God hath appointed a day, in the which he will judge the world 
in righteousness by that man whom he hath ordained ; whereof 
he hath given assurance unto all men, in that he hath raised 
him from the dead." 

This being the fact, it would be a question of difficuh solution, 
how, or by whom, on the Doctor's scheme, were judged the Old 
Testament saints, who died previous to the Saviour's assump- 
tion of human nature? And yet, another question, hardly lest 
difficult, — how, or by whom, were judged all those who died 
during the thirty years, the Holy Jesus was on earth ? And 
when it was that he said, " I judge no man." , If then, all those, 
who died before the incarnation of the Son of God, and before 
his ascension into heaven, were judged at their death, they must 
have been judged by some other, than that man whom God hath 
ordained. And further, if they then, at their death, went im- 
mediately to heaven, they must have gone thither, before " Jesus 
the forerunner entered m for us ;" for he did not ascend into 
heaven till forty days after his resurrection. 

Nor is this all : — Jesus Christ is not only our Judge, the 
Judge of quick and dead, he is also our Mediator, our Interces- 
nor, and our great High Priest, "at the right hand of God, who 
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also maketh intercession for us." Besides, therefor^, the abso- 
lute want of evidence, that Jesus Christ is now sitting on the 
judgment seat, for the trial of souls, as they depart this world, 
there is, according to our ideas of the character of the Saviour, 
of the nature of his offices, and of the order, in which they are 
to follow each other, something strangely inconsistent, in making 
him execute the functions of the Judge, at the same time he is 
exercising those of the great High Priest. 

Equally unsatisfactory is this notion of " a particular judg- 
ment at death," when considered in relation to the nature of 
man. It might, perhaps, to a certain extent, meet the case of 
the soul, one part of man, supposing it to be judged by itself^ 
and to live hereafter forever, without the body ; but it could be 
no judgment upon the whole man, as after death, and till the 
resurrection, and the soul and body are again united, the whole 
man does not exist. 

In short, this notion of a *' particular judgment at death," th^ 
Doctor did not get from the Bible, but is one, which he has 
picked up in some of those " fields of fiction and romance," of 
which he so delights to talk, and wherein he. seems to have 
taken some rather odd, if not unfortunate strolls. We cannot, 
however, but caution the Doctor against these fancy excursions, 
lest, in the exuberance of his imagination, he show himself too 
fast, and he be seen to be more of a Romanist, than he is, at 
present, willing to acknowledge. He should be aware that a 
belief in Purgatory, rests upon the belief of a "particular judg- 
ment at death ;" and for aught that we see, these two articles of 
the Romish Creed, must stand or fall together. And iC besides 
maintaining, with the Church of Rome, that saints go, at death, 
immediately to heaven, he be found advocating another of their 
favorite doctrines, "a particular judgment at death," thereby- 
helping to lay and secure the foundation, not of a ''^uasi" but 
a real purgatory, he may too much alarm the already excited 
apprehensions of his Brethren, and thus fail of the object of his 
ambition, by a premature disclosure of his purposes.* For, al- 
though there may be yet a small "degree of visibility" between 
the Doctor's faith and that of the Church of Rome, it is now 

'^Chris. Intel. May 9th, 1840. The same Rev. Prof, before cited, giving 
a few finishing touches to the Doctor's picture, says, — His mental organiza- 
4ion is peculiar. . . His want of judgment makes him credulous, and 
his vanity enlists his credulity always on its side. Pay him attentions, im- 
plore the aid of his influence or exertions, you make him your own — heart, 
nand and forever. Such a one I may love ; but I cannot wish to see him 
enthroned in the portals of my Church, exercising the most important of 
the functions with which sAie has been invested b^ her glorious Head, at his 
arbitrary will. If a Pope be thought necessary, let us have a Hildebrand 
or a Sextus Gluint at onpe. Submission to usurpation is doubly opprobiout 
when there is submission, also, to weaknen. Independently, however, of 
bis personal dis^piftHfieiiionfl, the thing is in itatit wron g u ui rly torong. 
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pr^ty evident that be is in " full career," whether ascending or 
descending, we will not say, but around his circular creed to 
that -point of submissive adhesion to "Mother Church," which 
teems to indicate that, but for " personal disqualifications," there 
will soon be no occasion for the importation of a " Hildebrand 
or a Sextus Quint." The Doctor has to take but one step 
more — for which he is doubtless ready, and come out in favor 
of indulgencies — in which he must have a deep interest, to be 
fully qualified, so far as doctrines are concerned, to mount che 
throne, aud receive that " triple crown," to the powers and hon- 
ors of whidh he so ardently aspires. 

But as there are others, besides Doct. Brownlee, who seem 
to think that, because souls are immediately happy or misera- 
ble, on leaving the body, as they have done well or ill in thia 
life, there must be something like a judgment upon them at 
death, it may not be amiss to add a few words more on this point. 
Now that probation ceases with death, and that all souls are 
then rendered happy or miserable, we think to be clearly re- 
vealed truths. On these points the parable of Lazarus and 
Dives — not to mention other parts of Scripture, appears to us^ 
decisive. But that all souls are thus happy or miserable, in 
consequence of having had a particular judgement pronounced 
upon them at death, by the great and eternal Judge, seems to u» 
to be a mere human conceit, not only destitute of support from 
Grod*s word, but contrary to its clearest dictates. Still, it will be 
asked, how do departed souls go to a place of happiness, or a 
place of misery, without something like a previous judgment 
upon them ? This, certainly, is not an unnatural question ; nor 
can we think it exactly one of those unimportant and curious 
questions which the Scriptures have given us no means of 
solving. Sustained then, as we think, by the unequivocal lan- 
qiiage of the parable just alluded to, we venture to answer, that 
all souls, at death, go immediately into happiness or misery, in 
the same way, that Lazarus went into Abraham's bosom, and 
Dives into a place of torment. 

We know, or rather we believe, that there is above u#i, in ih& 
scale of creation, a superior order of beings, called angels. We 
have revealed to us many instances of their deep interest in the 
welfare of our race. And the Scriptures declare them to be 
** ministering spirits sent forth to minister for them who shall 
be heirs of salvation." And the Church, "the pillar and 
ground of the truth," prays to " God who hast ordained and 
constituted the services of angels and men in a wonderful or- 
der, that, as his holy angels always do him service in heaven, 
so by his appointment, they may succour and defend us on 
earth." Now with these truths before us, from the Word and 
the Church of God, can it be supposed that those high and 
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toly beings, " who excel in strength" — " who fulfil the coin* 
mandments of God, and hearken unto the voice of his word" — • 
who have evinced so much regard for us, and who have so 
carefully watched over us during our lives, will, of themselves^ 
or by God's permission, utterly forsake us in the hour of deaths 
at the moment we most need their services, and when, it may 
be, the Devil, with his wicked spirits, is putting forth all his 
strength, and making his last desperate efiort to decoy ot force 
us into his power ? May we not rather indulge the comforta- 
ble, and as we think, clearly scriptural hope, that the ^ngels of 
God will encamp around the dying saint, to guard him at that 
eventful moment ; and, his soul being released from its earthly- 
tabernacle, to conduct it, as they did that of Lazarus, to Abra- 
ham's bosom : while the soul of the impenitent sinner, bereft 
of this supernatural aid and protection, is left, like that of Dives, 
to take its natural course, and to go down, perhaps hurried and 
forced on by evil angels, to the place of torment? 

But, by whatever means departed souls get into one or the 
other region of Hades, the invisible place, .or however they are 
there made happy or mis»erable, they are there, and there, happy 
or miserable, without having had, so far as we know, any 
judgment or decision passed upon them by tbe eternal Judge. 
As then, there is no evidence of any particular judgment at 
death, in order to get souls even into Hades ; and as all admit 
that the general judgment has not yet taken place, we do not see 
on what ground, it can b^ supposed, that souls go, at death, im- 
mediately either to heaven or hell, in the strongest acceptation 
of these terms. And we must say, that these Popish notions of 
a particular judgment at death, and of sending souls directly to 
heaven or hell without their bodies^ which the Doctor has 
adopted, seem to us alike unreasonable and unscriptural. 

And here, to say nothing of the serious, and to us, insupera- 
ble objection to this particular judgment at death, — that it sup- 
poses Jesus Christ to be perpetually on the judgment seat, — to 
be Judge and Mediator, at the same time, such particular judg- 
ment seems to be defective in its application. It does not reach 
the creature man. The soul only is affected by it. But, adopt- 
ing the sentiments, and for the most part the language of Mr. S. 

*' Man is a compound being, consisting of these two parts, soul and body. 
The union of these parts, constitutes man : yea, this union constitutes man 
a probationer : yea more, this union will constitute man hereafter a resident 
in the kingdom of glory. At the separation of these parts, in death, the 
compound creature man ceases to exist. The soul indeed livesr, but the body* 
returns to the earth as it was. Now is it reasonable to suppose that ttie 
soul, one part of man, is judged, sent to heaven or hell, and made perfectly 
happy or perfectly miserable, while out of the body, for deeds done while ia 
the body, and by the whole man, and this too, at a time when, from death 
to the resurrection, the body, the other part of roan, is mouldered to dust, 
and obviously incapable of either happiness or misery % Certain it is, that 
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the whole man cannot be in heaven or hell, or made perfectly happy, or per- 
fectly miserable; for the whole man does not exist; nor, as a whole, will" 
he exist till the re-union of soul and body, at the general resurrection — at 
the last day. But further, this notion of a particular judg;ment at death, and 
such a judgment as shall then send souls directly to heaven or hell, seems 
seriously to affect, if not virtually to do away the necessity of a general 
judgment at the last day. For what can be the object of such a general 
judgment 1 Surely, not to acquit the righteous, or to condemn the wicked, 
for this will already have been done. But supposing a general judgment 
at the last- day, still, according to this scheme, it can be but to do again, 
what had been done before. And such being the character of the general 
judgment, it cannot surely, as is generally represented, be an event of such 
peculiar fear and dread ; for it will be an event which can, in no great de- 
gree, affecttthe already determined condition of the children of men." 

Speaking of the unscriptural nature of this scheme, Mr. S. 
after remarking that the word of God furnishes no evidence of 
a particular judgment at death, giving a brief summary of the 
proof of a general judgment at the end of the world, and stating, 
as a necessary consequence, that none have yet entered heaven, 
the kingdom of glory, says, 

" Tn direct confirmation of this great truth, are our Lord's comfortable 
declarations to his desponding disciples, » — * In my Father's house are many 
mansions ; if it were not so, 1 would have told you. I go to prepare a place 
for you. And if I go and prepare a place for you, I will come again, and 
receive you unto myself; that where I am, there ye may be also.' But our 
Lord has not yet come again. His second advent is yet futnre. Those, 
his chosen disciples therefore, have not yet gone where the Saviour now is ; 
they have not yet ascended to Heaven, nor have they yet taken possession 
of any of those many mansions, which the Holy Jesus hath gone to prepare 
for them in his Father's house. 

In support of the same great and comfortable truth, is the language of St. 
Paul,t — 'For this we say unto you by the word of the Lord, that we which are 
alive and remain unto the coming of the Lord shall not prevent (go before) 
them which are asleep, (dead.) For the Lord himself shall descend from 
heaven with a shout; with the voice of the archangel, and with the trump 
of God : And the dead in Christ shall rise first : Then we which are alive 
and remain shall be caught up together with them in the clouds, to meet the 
Lord in the air ; and so shall we ever be with the Lord.' We are here assured, 
by the word of the Lord, that those, who may be found alive at the last day, 
shall not go into heaven before those, who may be then of the number of the 
dead. For the dead in Christ shall rise first — before any shall be caught 
up to meet the Lord, or shall ascend into heaven. But the dead have not 
yet been raised: As yet, therefore, none have ascended into heaven; nor 
will any ascend thither, till the Lord shall descend with a shout, with the 
voice of the archangel, and the trump of God, — till after the resurrection, 
and the second coming of our Lord to judgment. 

Again, writing to the Hebrews, and speaking of the ancient Patriarchs, 
the Apostle says,? 'These all, having obtained a good report through faith, 
received not the promise : (the fulfilment of the promise) God having provi- 
▼ed some better thing for us, tliat they without us should not be made perfect.* 
In other words, God, having provided for all his faithful children another 
and better state of existence — a state of heavenly bliss and glory, haib so 
ordered it, that those ancient and holy men shall not receive the completion 
of the promise made to them — shall not enter into that better and glorified 
state, till we shall be enabled to enter in with them, that they without ua 
flhould not be made perfect — should not go into glory before us." 

♦John XIV. 2, 5. tl Thes: IV. 15, 16, 17. tilth, ll. 39, 40. 
10 
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Many other passages decisiyely against these notions of a 

E articular judgment at death, and of souls going immediately to 
eaven, might be added to those furnished b^ Mr. S. We will 
however give but this one, from t|ie Revelation of St. John, VL 
9, 10, 11 — " I saw under the altar the souls of them that were 
slai^ for the word of God, and for the testimony which they 
held : And they cried with a loud voice, saying. How long, O 
Lord, holy and true, dost thou not judge and avenge our blood 
on them that dwell on the earth? And white robes were given 
unto every one of them ; and it tvas said unto them, that they 
should rest yet for a little season, until their fellow servants also 
and their brethren] that should be killed as they were, should 
be fulfilled." 

"This text," says an ins^enious author,* "should be explained, at least 
nearer to the literal sense of it than those will allow who suppose that the 
soul sleeps for a time after death, or-that it goes immediately to the scene of 
its promised great reward." 

The same interesting writer, speaking of a particular judg- 
ment at death, say8,t 

"All christians admit a great and solemn judepment at the last day^ and 
every one must agree that this day has not yet dawned. Some, therefore, 
in order to establish that the soul goes immediately to heaven or hell on death, 
contend as preliminary, that there is a double judgment ; one at the soul's 
departure from the body, more private than the other, and that the second is 
to be held at the second coming of Christ to the earth, before all the assem- 
bled universe in regard to which we have any knowledge. The last is well 
established in Holy Writ, but the first rests entirely on the assertions of un- 
inspired writers, while those who adopt a belief in it, confuise them both to- 
gether, so as to render it very difficult to understand exactly what, upon the ' 
whole, they wish to establish." , 

Bishop Sherlock says,: " We read of no formal jud|;tnent, but that great 
and general judgment, when the Son of Man shall descend from heaven - 
with a glorious retinue of angels to judge the world;" Again, Christ is the 
only Jud^ of the world, for all judgment is committed to the Son ; and he 
does not judge the world till his second appearance, till he returns in the 
glory of his Father, with his angels." Again, "The truth' is, if all men 
have a final sentence passed on them as^oon as they go into the other world, 
it is very unaccountable why Christ, at the last day, shall corns with such a 
terrible pomp and solemnity to judge and condemn those who are judged, 
and condemned, and executed already, as much as ever they can be;" And 
asain, "The sum is this : that mankind shall not be finall)^ jud^d till 
dnrist comes to judge the world. . . . There is no need of any other^proof 
of this but that, at the day of judgment, good men shall be receivfed 'into • 
heaven, and bad men condemned to hell. Matt. XXV. And if good men 
were in heaven before, it is very 8tranfi:e that they should be brought'out of 
heaven to be judged, and to be received into heaven aeain with greater au- 
thority and solemnity ; and if bad men were in hell before, it seems as 
strange that they should be fetched out of hell, to be more solemnly condemn- 
ed thither again : This would be thought a very odd kind of proceeding 
among men, and we have no reason to suspect this of God's judgments." 

We will notice but one more of the Doctor's errors, and that 
is, his strange fancy, that Paradise is heaven! This is a funda- 

♦Life and Death, p. 247, Lon. Ed. 1833. ' tp. 221 . 
} Future Judgment, Chap. II. See. 1. 
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mental error; and wron|^ here, he is wrong, of course, in every 
thing that relates to the state and place of the departed. As 
usual, the Doctor is very positive, " that heaven and paradise 
are the same place," but then, as usual also, he gives but little 
in support of his fancy, besides confident assertions, and his own 
interpretation — more correctly perversion, of two or three texts 
of scripture. Now, to borrow the Doctor's phraseology, "it 
will be enough, in order to set him right, simply" to give a 
condensed statement of the opinions of some of " the best fathers 
and compeers," respecting the origin of the word Paradise, and 
its meaning in Holy Scripture, and which we have gathered 
principally from the Appendix to Mr. S.'s Sermon. 

"Calmet says, 'Paradise is from the Hebrew, or rather, the Chaldee, Par- 
des, of which the Greeks made Paradisos, and the Latins, Paradisus. The 
original should properly signify an orchard, a plantation of fruit trees, or 
sometimes, a forest. This word is found in three places in the Old Testa- 
ment, viz. Neh. II. 8.— Eccles. II. 9.— and Cant. IV. 13. 

Parkhurst says, 'Paradise is an oriental word. The Ghreeks borrowed it 
from the Persians, among whom it signified a fi^arden, park, or enclosure 
full of all the valuable products of the earth.' Again, 'Paradise is, in the 
New Testament, applied to the state of faithful souls between death and the 
resurrection, where like Adam in Eden, they are admitted to immediate 
communion with Grod in Christ, or to a participation of the Tree of Life, 
which is in the midst of the Paradise of God.' He adds, 'The Jews like- 
wise use Paradise, and the garden of Eden, for the intermediate state of 
iioly departed souls.' " 

The word Paradise occurs three times also in the New Tes- 
tament, viz. Luke XXIIl. 43—2 Cor. XII. 4— and Rev. II. 7. 

But it is not thought that, in any of these places, Paradise 
means heaven ; on the contrary, it is believed, that this word, 
as used in them all, denotes an intermediate place. And in this 
opinion, we are abundantly sustained, as we have already seen, 
by the united testimony of "the leading divines of the Episcopal 
Church of the good old way" — " of the ancient and ^ound fath- 
ers of the venerable English Church," and "of the compeers of 
other churches," all confirmed bv what Bp. Bull calls " the con- 
sentient and constant doctrine of the primitive church," and we 
may say, rendered certain by the clear and unquestionable voice 
of the Catholic Church. Still Doct Brownlee is confidept in 
the infallibility of his own interpretation : — he insists upon it,* 

" That heaven and paradise are the same place"—" that heaven is para- 
dise ; and paradise is heaven" — " that if there be any difference at all be- 
tween the two places, paradise must be the principal, and most glorious 
place in the third heaven." 

In reference to our Lord's declaration to the penitent thief — 
Luke XXIIL 43, the Doctor says,* 

"He [the Saviour] did not say, *I will be with thee ; but, thou shalt be 
WITH MS IN Paradise ! That is to say,-— thou shalt be where I aro. Bu 

*Chris. Int«l. Dec. 96, 1839, No. 4. 
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our Lord v/as in heaven. Wherefore the penitent's soul, which was in Par- 
adise, was in the heaven of heavens." 

We know not here which most to admire, the Doctor's cap- 
ital truism, his "matchless logic," or his syllogistical conclusion. 
The truism, however, would have been admitted, even without 
capitals. That our Lord said to the penitent thief, " To-day 
thou shalt be with me in Paradise," no body doubts. But that 
our Lord was that day in heaven, is the mere assertion of Doct. 
B. and therefore needs, and always must need, proof Conse- 
quently, his conclusion, that the penitent's soul was that day in 
the heaven of heavens, is a sheer fallacy. It is, indeed, directly 
against our Lord's express declaration. He said to Mary Mag- 
dalene, after his resurrection, " Touch me not, for I am not yet 
ascended to my Father." And the Scriptures give no intima- 
tion of any ascension but that which took place forty days after 
his resurrection. Preserving therefore the truth ot our Lord's 
declaiation. Paradise, into which he ascended with the thief, on 
the day he was crucified, cannot be heaven. We will only add» 
on this text, the following from Bp. Horsley. 

'Paradise was certainly some place where our Lord was to be on the very 
day on which be suffered, and where the companion of his sufferings was 
to be with him. It was not heaven ; for to heaven our Lord after his death 
ascended not till after his resurrection, as appears from his own words to 
Marjr Magdalene. He was not therefore in neaven on the day of his cru- 
cifixion : and where He was not, the thief could not be with him. It was no 
place of torment ; for to any such place the name of Paradise never was 
applied; It could be no other than that region of repose and rest where the 
souls of the righteous abide in joyful hope of the consummation of their 
bliss.' 

On the passage in 2 Cor. XII. chap, and which has led some 
to suppose that Paradise is heaven, it may be remarked, that 
the ablest and best writers, both ancient and modern, think, that 
St. Paul here S])eaks, not of one, but of two distinct visions, and 
at different times. And they all maintain that Paradise is a 
differeut place from Heaven. 

Doct. Whitby says, "The opinion of all the ancients seems to have been 
this, thet St. Paul was rapt at several times, into several places, and conse- 
quently, he speaks of more raptures than one. They say, * That he was 
caught up into the third heaven, and was again carried into Paradise' — 
'That St. Paul intimates he had seen two ^reat visions, being twice assu- 
med, first into the third Heavsn, and then into Paradise' — *that by saying 
he was rapt up into the third Heaven, and after adding into Paradise, he 
shows heaven to be one place, and Paradise another.' 

But as all this about St. Paul's two captures, into two distinct 
places, Doct. B. pronounces,* 

" Loose and inconclusive logic," adding, " this must be obvious to every 
scholar," 

♦See Chris. Intel. Dec. 28, 1839, No. 4. 
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Let us hear what, at least, one profound scholar has to say 
on this subject, The following is a part of the Doctor's gloss 
upon this passage : 

" We can see no decisive evidence in the sacred narrative, that the Apos- 
tle had two distinct visions; or that he makes heaven and paradise two dis- 
tinct places. He sets down only one date, namely, fourteen years ago. 
When he mentions his rapture into the third heavens, he details nothing of 
ought he had seen or heard. He then repeats the wonderful statement, in 
order to give it a solemn and impressive emphasis; as if he had said, 
* Yes, when speaking on the subject of revelations, and visions, I say that 
I knew a man, fourteen years ago, caught up into the third heaven ; which 
I also call paradise, into which,! say, that man was caught up; and I call it 
distinctly by the name of paradise, in order to guard Christians against the 
whimsical fiction of the Jews, who, without any Divine warrant, make par- 
adise to be a place distinct from heaven.'' 

Upon this logical, scholar-like, and masterly commentary, 
we will not venture to say any thing ourselves. We may, how- 
ever, be allowed to repeat, in part, what the following small and 
unlearned men have thought and written on this passage. 

And the Doctor's ptime favorite, Bp. Bull, shall speak first: — 
He says,* 

" The glories of the third Heaven, and Paradise too,«eem to be by an 
extraordinary revelation, opened and discovered to St. Paul, not only for 
his own support under the heavy pressure of his afflictions, but also that he 
might be able to speak of them with greater assurance to others. And the 
order is observable. First, he had represented to him the most perfect joys 
of the third or highest Heaven, of which we hope to be partakers after the 
resurrection ; and then, lest so long an expectation should discourage us, he 
saw lilso the intermediate joys of Paradise, wherewith the souls of the 
faithful are refreshed until the resurrection." 

Alas, poor Bp. Bull, not only " wanting unanimous consent 
with himself, in his own writings," but no scholar ! The same 
is true of the Doctor's " best fathers," for they all inculcate the 
sentiments of Bp. Bull? and like him, were all blind to this 
"loose and inconclusive logic, so obvious to every scholar." 

Perhaps, however, the Doctor's compeers had better heads, 
and were more learned men : — Let us see. 

Doct. Doddridge supposes St. Paul had two visions, and 
holds Paradise to be a place distinct from Heaven. In his para- 
phrase on this passage, he says, 

" Such an one, I say, I did most intimately know, who was snatched up 
into the third heaven, the seat of divine glory, and place where Christ 
dwelleth at the Father's right hand. . . . And I know that, having 
been thus entertained with these visions of the third heaven, on which good 
men are to enter after the resurrection^ lest he should be impatient under the 
delay of his part of the glory there, he was also caught up into Paradise, 
Aat Garden of Grod, which is the seat of happy spirits in the irUermediate 
skUe^ and during their separation from the body." 

*Ser. on the Middle State. 
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Verily, Doct. Doddridge must have studied logic in the school 
<of 6p. Bull. He reasons in precisely the same way, and ar* 
rives at the same conclusion. 

Doct. Watts also, seems to haye been eq^ually unfortunate in 
his education. He says, 

" It is certain that by the word Paradise, St. Paul, in this passage, means 
Ihe place of happy spirits, into which he was transported. And this sense 
is very accommodate, and proper to the expressioii of our Saviour, and to 
the prayer of the penitent thief, and it is as suitable to the design of Christ 
in his Epistle to the Church in Ephesus ; Rev. II. 7 — 'The tree of life in the 
midst of the Paradise of God,' which are the only three places where the 
New Testament uses the word." 

One compeer more, and that is Doct. Campbell, who must 
surely, "so far as he is consistent with himself," he a better rea- 
;soner. He says,* 

"It is evident, that if, in these verses the Apostle speak x)f one vision or 
revelation only, paradise and heaven are the same ; not so, if in these he 
speak of two different revelations. My opinion is, there are two, and I 
shall assign my reasons. First, he speaks of them as more than one, and 
that not only in introducing them, I will come to visions and revelation^; — 
for sometimes, it must be owned, the plural is used in ezpressins a subject 
indefinitely; but afterwards, in referring to what Ije had related, he says, 
lest I should be exalted above measure through the abundance of the revela- 
tions. Secondly, they are related precisely as two distinct events, and coup- 
led together by the connexive particle. Thirdly, there is a repetition of his 
doubts, in regard to the reality of his translation, which, if the whole relate 
to a single event, was not only superfluous, but improper. This repetition, 
however, was necessary, if what is related in the tnira and fourth verses be 
a different fact from what is told in the second, and if he was equally uncer- 
tain, whether it passed in vision or in reality. Fourthly, if all the three 
verses regard only one revelation, there is a tautology in the manner of re» 
lating it, unexampled in the Apostle's writings. I might urge, as a fifth 
reason, the ppinion of all Christian antiquity, Origen only excepted. And 
this in a qnestion of philology, is not without its weight." 

Now we must confess, that this, Doct. Campbell, a scholar or 
not, se^ms to us to be almost as sound an argument, as that 
given us by the learned Doctor Brown lee. 

With the text in Rev. II. 7. "To him that overcometh, will 
I give to eat of the tree of life, which is in the midst of the para- 
dise of God," and the only other passage wherein the word 
paradise is found, the Doctor closes his elaborate review, and in 
the following strikingly characteristic manner— a manner in all 
respects worthy of his distinguished self — t 

"This, the one, only Twe of Life, is in the midst of heaven ; and in the 
midst of the Paradise of Giod. Therefore, Heaven is Paradise j and 
Paradise is Heaven. And, hence, there is no intermediate Place of de- 
parted souls, except what exists in the field of fiction and romance." 

♦Pre. Dis. VI. Part II. Sec. 91. tChrif. Intel Dec 28, 1838, No. 4. 
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Now all this, we suppose^ must be profoundly logical, — we 
mean, in the opinion of Doct. Brownlee, who, with his skill in 
manufacturing premises, and jumping at conclusions, seldom 
fails, with the aid of a few capitals and italics, in proving to his 
own entire satisfaction whatever he pleases. But let us look, a 
moment, at what the Doctor considers such conclusive reasoning. 
He wishes to prove that Paradise is Heaven. What is his 
argument? Why, failing to wrest to his purpose the plain,- 
obvious language of our Lord, and of St. Paul, he resorts to the 
strongly figurative language of the visions of St. John. And 
finding a text. Rev. XXH. 2. where the tree of life is spoken 
of, and where it may be represented as in heaven, though the 
word heaven is not found in the passage, he at once concludes, 
that Paradise, mentioned in this second chapter, must also be 
heaven, because it is said, there is in it the tree of life. He says, 
" This, one, only Tree of Life, is in the midst of heaven; and 
in the midst of the paradise of God. Therefore heaven is 
paradise; and paradise is heaven." 

Let us now try the Doctor's- logic on another passage. Gen. 
II. 9. " The tree of life also in the midst of the garden." 

This, one, only Tree of Life, is in the midst of heaven ; and 
in the midst of the garden of Eden. Therefore heaven is the 
garden of Eden ; and the garden of Eden is heaven ! O Doc- 
tor, Doctor, when wilt thou come out of the " fields of fiction 
and romance," learn to respect the realities of truth, and cease 
to quack logic ? We need only add, in reference to this text, 
Rev, II. 7, the enlightened and reasonable remarks of that dis- 
tinguished compeer, Doct. Campbell, who says,* 

"Here our Lord no doubt speaks of heaven, but as he plainly alludes to 
the state of matters in the garden of Eden, where our first parent£f were pla- 
ced, and where the tree of life grew, it can only be understood as a figura- 
tive expression of the promise of eternal life, forfeited by Adam, but recov- 
ered by our Lord Jesus Christ." 

We have now done with the Doctor's review. And although 
We have noticed not a moiety of its errors, misrepresentations, 
and falsities, we have said enough, it is thought, to exhibit its 
character, and to show, that its author, as such, — for let it be re- 
membered, we speak of Doctor B. only as an author, is not a 
man that can be safely trusted ; — have said more, many .will 
doubtless think, than the character of the performance, or the 
weight of its author, merited, and, we are free to confess, more,- 
much more, than was intended when we began. Knowing, 
however, that place — not intermediate, sometimes gives to the 
writings of a man an importance, wLich their intrinsic worth 
could never gain for them, the cause of truth seemed to demand 
tftiat this review should receive some notice. Having com*^ 

*Pre. Dis. VI. Part II. Sec. 21. 
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menced, justice to this cause required us to go on. And find- 
ingf, as we advanced, the evidences ox" rudeness, of vanity, of 
shallowness, of unfairness, of misrepresentation, and of utter 
disregard of the truth, so rapidly multiplying upon i^ that we 
thought it our duty to hold it up to view, with these, 

" Its blushing honors thick upon it." 

We therefore resolved, not unaware of the foul treatment to 
which we thereby exposed ourselves, to summon to the task 
patience to follow the Doctor through this marvdloBs produc- 
tion, and from it, to trace an outline of the " small whole 
length" of this redoubtabje theological combatant. This, 
skillfully filled up, would present, according to our falaqy, a pic- 
ture, that would be vastly amusing, but for the sad deformity of 
some of its prominent and leading features, and which, in the 
light we contemplate it, casts a melancholy shade over the whole 
figure, giving it a painful and confirmed wryness of expression. 
It seems unable to look in a right directic^, and it expresses a 
sort of aversion tp the plain, honest truth. It is not however 
in our thoughts to fill up the sketch. We can but exppressouT 
deep degret at the fearful prominence of this most unfortuaate . 
blemish. It bespeaks such a determined anti-truth propensity, 
that it destroys all the pleasure, we otherwise fnight nave, in 
anticipating the completion of the picture. 

And here, a word for the Doctor. This is the one grand 
pomt, to which, if possible we would fix his attention. For, 
not to mention again his expositions of Scripture, or his respect 
for the "primitive Christian Fathers," and to say nothing more 
ef his regard for the Catholic Church, and especially that 
branch of it which is "of the good old way," we have seen ^t, 
in a list of twelve or fifteen of the ablest and most distinguished 
theological writers of the last three hnndred years, whom he 
has pretended to quote, there is not one, whom he h«s quoted 
fairly, or of whose sentiments he has given a correct account, 
biit has, oA the contrary, deliberately falsified them all. Now we 
know not what Doct. B. may think of this matter ; but, as for 
ourselves, we consider such treatment of writers, whose worka 
are not supposed to be in the hands of the *great mass of the 
people, as a high misdemeanor — a gross outrage upon a chris- 
tian community. The Doctor may himself believe as he pleases, 
and bring to the defence of his faith all the weight of his asser- 
tions, and the whole force of his logic, and from us he will hear 
no complaint. But when, to support his fancies, he goes eys^ 
tematically, perseveringly aud publicly to work to misrepresent 
the sentiments of authors, and with bold effrontery, to make 
them say what they have not said, and deny what they have 
said, his conduct then becomes a matter of public concern ]- — 
and it is time that his claims to confidence should be tested, and 
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that the value of his testimony should be more generally known. 
And we repeat it, this is the great point to which it is intended 
to hold him. And we hope that he will not think to es- 
cape from it by any subterfuge, or in any way attempt to merge 
this in, or confound it with, other minor and less serious offences. 
And now, one word for ourselves. If, in the course of our 
remarks upon the Doctor's review, we have thought it necessa- 
ry occasionally to use a plainness of speech somewhat uncom- 
mon in matters of this kind, it must be borne in mind that we 
had to deal with a somewhat uncommon man ; and that there 
has been, in justice, a demand upon us for a severity of language 
which we had neither inclination nor ability to meet. Let it 
not be supposed however that we entertain towards the Doctor 
any other feelings than those of good will, or that we are in 
any degree less his friend, because we have deemed it our duty 
to speak the truth plainly. Oh, no : very different from those 
of unkindness have been our feelings while penning these re- 
marks. For, wide and constant as we have seen to be the Doc- 
tor's departure from the right line, and much as we have been 
amazed and grieved at these aberrations, we are, after all, dis- 
posed to consider them the result more of that vain glory which 
darkens his vision, and perverts his judgment, than any natural 
disposition, or settled purpose to do harm. The Doctor seems 
peculiarly happy in being always on the best possible terms 
with himself At any rate, there has been forced on us the 
conviction, that here, if any wh'ere, will be found his blind side. 
And if with this prominent and moving characteristic constantly 
before us, we have not been always quite so grave as to suit the 
taste of som^, let it be remembered that impossibilities are not 
required of any man ; and further, that persons and actions pre- 
sent themselves sometimes so strangely ridiculous, that gravity 
itself is compelled to relax its rigid muscles, and do something 
even more than smile. Nor should it be forgotten that, for such 
indulgence, we have the sanction of higher than human author- 
ity. And as we are sure that all, who have accompanied us in 
our examination of this review, must be convinced that its 
author is not the man with whom we can at all times reason, 
there is seen no good reason why we should not be allowed 
sometimes to laugh :- 

- " ridentem dicere verum 
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